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Past HI —Sec. 41 


3 r# ifire ft tptk cnft ft fi# arftt xsrir 1%r ^ ^ t, fftE ’ft r# ft ?R 
fftifft ft ft# ?FT#lft ftt ftt RTWT RR ijftgRIR R# qTRETT v5TT WRIT I fR ^fft ft R#RRR, 

##XTR ft R5#E RldlilEl #1 4RF? W) ft leEJ ##ftfl 3fR RR## ft #R ft## ftl 4Tftt eTET 
R# ■ft fi# ^rrkt a#l ft! an^Raim RrEjR ^ ^ t I 

### ft ft?—ftVtftft 4«lf ft RTftt SET ft## RR Mg^RR REft "ft ftp? ft 6 R#ft ft 41# 

TjftET ^ tlft iR fftMfclf&ICl RftfftcT otT 1 !, REft RR y>wiq fftRT t — 

(# 20 R>#R ft fi# - 2300/-WI Rfft 

(*j) 40 Rjft ft#E ft f#; - ^ ^ns P 

#) 40 ^ge ftRft ft 3rt?R5 4 # ft#E - (r>) ft ^r# ~<e 


(u) nfft wt anftcE ufft 4 ft 20.000 ft rrttw *e 150 /-WI nfft 

ftt w: 

(iv) ftlftcft ft ##k>R afE ^Tl^Iftl ft #R ^rflft fftR RTlft R# 4?## ft fi# 2000/-WJ ftcT cTftftF 
10% tftftR 4? ftt TJft Rftfftd 4^? RR # MR fftRT t. ftlfft ft ftl # (RRtfft 10% ftt 

WZ ffftHM RTRft ft cTP{, Ft# aft? WT# 4? 1800/-RRR + 10% fftftr 4? 3F#T 1980/-4RR ufft 
fttft^ ##) I IKdlfiJd 4? ftt 4# ft RTR ft fftRfcft34 RlRTRcfi ft 3Rlft?T ?llP# fftRT RTTRT ft- 

"W^S 18.1.11 44# ft # ft 4?ftR ftl xJcKl^. #4 4# ft IcIRC 3#4 <^ll4 ftfta #4 illft ft 
Tgfti aft? ft# ft 34T4 eT4TR ft f<# 4ft ft RTR# fcTRS ftfR #ftl 3ETRT fftcftRcT. Iftmft (ft# 
REE 4ER4E W nftftT *T fft^TT ^EIT ft I" 


ft nrn ft f ftH(ft%T fetq# ftr ft TtifftR gRft m ^RtTR <r :- 

T8i4 ftr) its fto 18.1.11 ft ftnfti Rffti ftftrt #s i 8 .i ft sftnfft nR fto i ft writ nr 
io% # rr rr ft ft# Tra ftm i 

(ra) fftftt 3 tr 'ftgraft ft ft#, fftwT 10.1.11 ft vkft'ca R# fft?n t ejt %. we 
W3 18.111 ft ftftPrftSFT WE ft arfftfftw RTt ft RET ft ftftftRl WTOlftt ft ST^W? 
cR# R#ft I 

(n) 'ora 18111 ft aftrftr ftro #ftt# ftrn##) ^ei wift# wft m tie; ft# 1" 


22 , a-W'fft l Rft ft RReftl ft fttfttftt ft fftRftiftaa fttfftEJ fftj t :— 

(i) 11 RETft.1993 ft WTft Rft ft RET ft ftft»E ft cPWIETT ft ftV? fttRT: ft ftRmRET 

3JCJWT ft f#TJ ara ^0 TTlfftE REft 1000/-WJ flfft ^T R^l'1 WE TTlfftR ETI 

TRig, ^0 UTK^nm wit tjet ft^rft ft ft# 3FE-#^ ^rft ftna r# ft wft aft? 15^ mr 1996 

WT 2001 ft ftfttft# Rft ft RFT ft ftt^ fftfftEE RR ^TlfftcT Rft ft ’ft & I 

(ii) ftft 10% ft ftftK ftWT ^Eftm RR RT# mTT# t, TR ft 1992-93 ft 1000/-TWJ flfft fti^ 

ft ^? RRft ##YR ft ftnH RR 2358/-TWI ftcT (3TR REft 2300/-RS#) ftsft ^ aft? 

Wft # ft R? R^? 2000/-W! ftt ftftj, ft# ^ I 

2.3. #ftt# ft ETT# Irt^ ft MW R7T 3I^R#R cTE tftziT ft ! 

3.1 ftffft ftcHER fftft 1"E3 VftcET fMft^S (#<?'H^) ft ftcWRT-ft^ETT-fteicPRII ft #R ft#R Rift 

#n ft f^# Tjq5 fftft RTR WE REft ft 41# ^ 3nftR-W IFfipT fftm ft ( ^R aftw 

R^ ft R4- 3TER RTRE (RTRHT #) ftipR# / 59/2001-###) ft RW ft fftm RET ft afE 

R^RE anftlft # Rft ft I ?R ft# RTRPTt ft TO? m% W?W ft R^ftW?, R? RTf^IREE TfR 
R? T^ RET fftRR 4Eft <FT fft#T 4ERT ft I 
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qftgq^ *t snrt arfam-qg 3 Rrmfafam ^ $ ;- 

(i) $mt gq? qy£gq grot qtRjq qlgr RfaRm git t I ?q3 q>qiq>tii WJ (fatf^t) ^ curoj R-t<K-^T^q?t 
fam % i ?fat mm ggm afR »tomn git qnfa'i g*q# §g gg* Wq?r mm qfarnr *ft fam t 
3fa fa*»»n uqqfogi g* mow qt ijmmw mm mm git Wsig t, gifa w gfa qtm g> 
fag w ggRgm gj^R-wi^ mm gft RwiRqr m qfa ! 

(ii) ffotqqR qft^tgqr if qmram mm; qa^ gi wa-wg gg^)«ti ^ gmram 3 gn^ gS fag wft 
^ ^qr gm git gqRn git eft fa ffaft. q^g mtgrct, ^Rt ffmfU fa*i g$q ^wl qq fagft faiRr 
# ^rej 3i-il && awfagl 3 m mm afR traragl^ US Uisf Hut qt Ufam Wfe? 
qRqtm aft fafais memt git mmg gfa to g? gfa angtor to I 

(iii) #M n tot um mrnifar 1500/-W: to toj, gft wra 2300/-w; to €% gft tor m 
m fsmfg fto £ afR 20,000 toj, to mt qi arfto git *mn S fag i50/-wg to gft 
w g# to w qwrg fagr t 1 

(lv) gfami gi gR 3 g^ tofa to fagi *un 1 ttfcggi q^n mint g> wu 4 tofa g> fan q>to< 
qfa #0 wqk-IM 3 m*T to Wf, W>ctl | 

(v) 4 M i ?4 mupfaf q$ qnq A to anto gto gg qqrmf fto w 1 qM€t R qqrmf fam «n 
% 9 ^ qto qiu qpfa g>t to toss # gnto. mfa gtotorgg gfR aim gpm gft gig 
if srjrnn aifegi Rguw gn g# i 

(vi) wl qg^ t^gi <m % ^rar gigpi ?gR fUg gg mm <tgtgi i> arjgrc ?t qigmrftg ?Mi 1 

qRgig rgi gq Sg i ti^g g^t iMi, gfU ^Wr wqrg mm qrgg> afr? ^=r gitgg gft gmr 3 qmft 
g^t ter^l ^ l 

(vii) ^ 5 , ar»ft m g^ qigi gqvwn n^t Wig qmf u^gi WrfRg gnA gft wf# «ft afR ?gRt 

fURrm q^R i g t ^ URr g? ^ppta Wot ggr «g f^ gi^gq gmf qfgi ^ gmt ^fgi mgiRnrt 

git mr Wn 1 ?qft nw gti Sm mi qgR so% git ^ ggm ^ g^ «ti 1 

(viii) vgiiqti gi fwS qi^ git sj?nt tern ^t gqgg aqmg git gm wra gq <£ am $m Wn 
w «n 3 fR p '43 ii qqm ^ 935/-W; qfri iii^ git gg ^qfyiiq mruT $ 1 

(ix) gtg^g ggmra ^1 qm gm t- fa gggg g? gg <m fa gigt ^fa gmifagt qgg mm mr 

m? ^gn gig m; fa qfa qfa qgqrg git mm gg ^tfasi wsg> afR % toi I 

(x) mfa qfat gir fam; m ^i gfar i> ftm qfa sr^rn wrRm gn^, grot gt ?mig/gmfa 

^ fag gn gifai gRi gjm^i, gc qq gl fag #g qftgnf afR £nq gjciq gen <^fdgr ggqrft^g 

qttfte gmfat wifaer gng qq ?g q?fa git ggqii RWt gjq ^ t i 

(xi) ggs ggRigg gq faifftg g^t sng gifa gg qfam qfa qifaq qRT mm aft w qfa 1 ?g gqw? 
gi gig cign ^ afR ^rai gfai anqg gng if qR 3 gram g> gw fUwt ^9 mfait qt fagn-faqqf 
gn qt ^ afrq ^gfa g ?gRi antfa 4 fat ggi g>i^ to gq RrerfRg gn^ ggi, g^Hi 
qi fag %j, gifagggi afR ?faggi q> 4 tg faqmm gi# jg 3000/-gqg ofa % aifasp n^t 
qg gq> gget qgg to RlgfRg gR 1 
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4 TMtcft at ama aft t«4> afit sfR ?ftvRr3 fiifittfis at amr^a aft xflt afit ar^ft ataftm aatarriaft/ 

wi satwafr ■£ wlrYfAfSr fitadat aft a^ aft i at amfina aft aat sfit #M aft fimfint at 

^Oift ?S\ | WR a>1 RRRT ^ fiRTT ddl £ - 

araaRTT #*n«JPqj ^ nftaTT WT 

(i) afi^RTt aft tl'^* 3RT ^Hi 4 3TR aiaf fRTT <£RI^ ft dl J ld dR 3RR d>aR 160 /— TTfcT cfl^ |t | 

(ii) r\j iftyaatl aa ardt aat Tjr^iwT^t ^rt firafaq afl ftm aar t i sTjaran at an ^fitaaft 
arfttar ^ st aam t I 

(m) sa *naja aR?t I fa> ad fima?t arfitx: - 


(a>) 

20' afifiR 5 R fidxj 

iooo/-7na afir 

(®) 

40 ' a^a? at f?ax? 

— vi4<|ad a? aa is T iaT 
aoafer 1500/-W: 

(‘0 

40 ' tt otfifip Rai# ant aaRR 

an m (?a) 7 t 26% arf&ai 

3Rlfa 1875/-70R: 


(h) TOnf^T atft at aafca ara 3 eznarra am ?Rn, aftfo wat ^rt a>i an ^ an 70 % 

?fiTT 7 JF WRR RRRT at fitH? dfinaT at ftp? Hftf Rdf d 7 f^dR arfit at fc^RT TRId* ?tRT l 

(v) so awftaft 3 fw? afit €t^q, aa ^rce arffcRR (^rjaian^t ^rt fimffta) an rtjct n^t fitm an tft 

HI, xrr aa tjr ww aRat a>Ma>tu ada aifimR a>R ftai am f afR ap* an^m 30 amftaft 

^fiR ufil 20' afk 60 amftaft ^Kr yfir 40' *rjr r # ? 1 

(vi) Wf ad Xf-tfRFf cRA dRl T^tR? Xjfire: aft T$Z R^t 3t an/ft | a? Rd fitafdaft aft? an a id aft aft 

andt £ awaT maft 3 t draft $ artfin 200 /-an? afir 2 tif^ xifiiHi? $ firc: 200 aieigT 
afU 4 hR 1 Rtt MtH Rire ejri fipaffid f^e; ^ aul Midi wft dud ad xortr T/Rl £• 1 

iftff *TTxd RfiTRJPft 7TR (^aTT^XRR!) 

( 1 ) 'oicldid! ^ FfcXRTT cfai tfldf gRT a?t ^dli) aft ^ aj73RT ad C7TH R3ct dfda> dfiadd 

aiww aft (Jtrtt aiaf aft aaaft ’HddT aafit an xtort ?tar affi a«ir ^ ^ ajfiifiod 

wt ^ find XTRnfda araf ^ri aRda tt anra ?t anaf, aar at aa 1500/-WV afit 
at cnaa srr a< fitaR a<aT ?taT 1 

( 0 ) aw da ‘^aaft aaraaicaa aewi arftd a^t /t an^ft, aa aa autfita awt ^ aiduiid anafita 
a^at ^ fiia aa aafaitaa ay<:a anauaa ?rtt i 

(in) affiia arar A a?daa, afldaidi/^fiaai at #a wm aaa, TTfit dtasn ^%rrat aft aaRaiaT/ 
arjtRwar, aiatf aft Ran anar dWi aaaf aft dt kir i[ r3rt ?fin aft? af^a?a at am wnft 
af) gTm fi an<l wt efy^f af fee; aafia afit^fif aRdt ?fift 1 

ai^? arenft ap'd ana 

(1) adaai ?t afR a»a aa araff bTRT a^aat ?A £ finrj tM€t ^t?t a?aif&d a? a§a atfita 
ag^l xml aft flaia ^ M at an, a? aa arsay afR ^rt aft gamr ^ afi i w ff 
a^t t 1 
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{ii) arc gg> grsgj aft? ft?? ski ?pnft gft ?j?rtt ft graft ski g>£g?i gft ijRft gft kptit anm gfcHftSf 
gfti ggfti ft. gg gg> graft skt gj£gftf ftl uwiffti anggfgr gftf fttfti, fftnrft gRogg>w?fra 
ftifti€i wn. ft tftgt i 

(iii) gfft gift §KTft ftt uic?nfftd fftgT umrr ft, W*f af'tfftvflg oRT gfftg?K 5fft ftt llkg i fftd K5KKT ^tTHT. 
fttfft ggfti w g ftg ft i 

ft fftdUKgft gg ?RI ft\Ri3TTft?it} 

(i) gufft y-Wtfftd ftgT git<H<*ldl/gRddl ft KTFTR am?! fti f^K? iwrf f^lsf ftfti ft, gftj g? ijft 5KF 

WgT? wKRT aRlfa aft? PUjWf »KT *4i+K fftnj agft g? Rift? g>?fti ft I 

(ii) ftgr gft gram agtgRijg mft/mrFSKi gft ggfgr raganram aft? graft gi fftRgd ftft gfftg w n? d K 
g>i gistgm g? Rift? gRgr i 

(iii) vji?t gar ^iwi) afti miKvTs gg f4y I, $'g g?K ft sgganftftt aft ?rfti gftRra agftteft ai mPrar 

lift gft gftft gftt ft i wganftftt anft grmf^ gftt gR kt^it aig gg» 

gr? ftgr 3nftr ftf an# £ aft? <?g; RiRgg 3rafft gr Ro? g^vft $ [ 

™ g#Rj3i T4 ’3?ft T T ftSR (3tfttfti3Nft) 

£i) ftgftt argftftr ai gg?R amm ft marara ?Rgm aft aft? ftgffta ft am ft aft? mft ug?s 

kwrt ft pRgm 3fa- aftraftm ft gTF? ymdd 4Kft gg fftftg Rag t l RggT? aFKT ft gftg-gmrra' 
SKft g? a? mm mar ft fft mw? or*w aft? kfik <tk writ i 

(ii) gfrs? angftrft ftl swft ws ?t w?n t, gftttft^ ml fttftftRi ft anft g?) ar?(Kd g gmft 

ftr i ^ffft mft miKPi ft mici ftcft t i u? gwKT qfts? amfeft aft? gift angteft ft ftg 
gg ft i gfft qftg? angfe? gift ftgr ft yqftfti ft? gg?r ft) -ffe ft aigiaft qrar ft ft g? 

WRl RcfTdl | ! 

gif^iag mftg ft>gK (ftfttfttftanft) 

(i) wwffl ftg? fti gcigr ft cRggi ftfg? ft to ft gjftg? ggftf ipsr girft fiKiT g^a ft i ^ 
gga?. ftftftV'H ft ftgr iftk ft wg ftftwft ftfft t 

ftgT w? ftft gftf ftft ^ftftg fft Prgldfti aft? arraragft ft fftft gft ?rtft g^ft l 

gift! skt giftaft gft ^c-ift ft iptr ?R§g> gfftiFg WKifti ft g*nft ft iw gfftggftf 3ig?g ftft gilftg i 

gnu 4 ?? sggg lift gilftv (ft ft gmr grfSrggRft aft? fftft?iftl / angrdftt, gift ft (ft^ cTRarog? 
ft i 

aiiftg ftfgtjH Rptr (virftan^) 

(i) gift ftgr ft ftro accH<Dxii ft ?Rgm gft aft? gift gg fftgqg ft amrgT aft? ^rft ftift^fi tjcRT: 
ftggt grail ft fftj ftg> ftftftlg-a gg ansgr i g? we % fft ftiftft ftftr? gidigia gft 
ft gigg Kft gg fE^g> t i gfft fttftftRi ft gft^? gift gft gang ftgar grat gft ftgft ggig gRfti 
^ ft ftiftft gg mm ftftaiftg aigft ang ft gfftgga ^ I 

(ii) gftng garraw ft gift ftgT gg fftft? nft ftftt g??j g? ^ftggi graft gft aiRiag aft? ^?r 
fftdig>? 5 ?r ftf ft gm? ft fftgfft mir angrft g? fftft? t i 

(iii) ftgRm fftftr 1^3 Tjftg f&fftfti gg T>gg fft arft gg? ftftg ggiw-i gft ^an ft, gft gftf ft I 
vgftianft ft ?gg hpi 10/12 gftf ijft ftgi ggim fftgi eg, gftj aRgfeg^ ggiarorwR aft? 
anraK^r mmntggi graraft ft gg?ra Kftft ft fftx; ggg ftftT gm eg 1 


(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 
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(iv) g*r£kft anW aMm anyrEjy wn is wi Ml afrsv Ml gft E$fan M m ggmn 

RffiRRI £ ?r yfamr H MTTR OTTO aM t viR rfm aW 

IjM'tfl 3 RlM fag a*tklT <PEft ¥W t afa S^fag M yR +WFTT El RgigW, 

y^ M gMt i 

(v) fa# gWre gtt gifagiitn mm yfagm Tl m<i^ afk fanremraRR ms ^t iooo/-w; afa 
M 3 ! ^ ggtr atfagj ttfei fat am ykn aik gy ipw r# ami fa gy yffaRT g 5 ftp? gwram grt 
RRig mi is fag aRwr yl ggmT £, vfr amram oew fa# mu wt # aik ggfag 
yi *rar Mr I 

(vi) Wif Mr g^REFFTT alk yfajm g* Mi w% ggs ifafaig; wftgn t aik ywfr wj4 rrr 

i> fag arfakw rWh amrom aik h # ggr #m Wf is fag arfafara ww reer ft weti 
grmg 3 am ggs yyf wm wraf M gft anggf rstt gi areJkr am; M i he gW f 

fan# tftm afar yf^ggr ^ g& an^ t # gy gfar <wr ^ graiw g>r imifar gpi ggmi % 3 ik 
ymfr |fa e# # i 

fvii) #4W is awia ^ , *rsg5 iri # ^frt 3 #gn ^ titr yffi t. ygfag 

gy Ryijff fagr anm $ fa MW gn awry, fa# fa&yy fayR-farct gt gig fagT ggi % '<Mjr 
g>r frPfi urn; i 

MW i> RFTTg m? ^wieg fMr v®3 x$£z RrRr^g ^ PiM f ^f^td feMig l g?I £ .- 

(i) 4tM« H M g* fire M aram gW aim ija arM heht t ak MW srt jj? ^ 

fMr ngr t g^ERmr $ M gr «W $ jfro: gg %W Rrftgygr ^ ^f^nn n$f f^>gT wt 
ggRn i 

(ii) wgiHT gWn h Mh grsgi gftgyg im ag> Eng gW t, gfig? RmrwETmi aik grnM 
vjW wit <i^ araky Rpg gn% ^ l 

(iii) y« teei yf^ggr alk kEng? ^^gi2 MRETT^|atk yMt gmf M gn Ktk gM gg gitwniwi 
gWn gmff gjt grfe Tt # l gfrg? ygnM g?t etfei gft gwa 3T»jmj4 t ^ % Mtgw git gM 

FfrRRT ^ ETHT OTET gM ^ frE? #ff TTHN^tT fl#I $ fcE; Man | 

(iv) Mtgw i fag gWrc gmigiti ggrg wt is fag ygfa gfa M Emm <tgfa gfr ^emr ^f gygj 

gftgyg gn vim wifi gg wtr gEm W Mjgr Emm is M iooo/-Emg yfa ^t 

T^mn fa^rggi arRmnt ^ i gy M Mg t, am Mrgg ^ u i a^pgt g?t i6oo/-ggg gfa 

gts wr fagr gng atk yf^trr 4 wi mmrt g?t gm to) i2oo/-vng afa €f^ ngr ymn gng i 

(v) am y*rk tottRih an^aa^t gWn anraf gfW? M is mwm Tt Mlgg ^ gWrr gmram 

gmg w wi ggmr yr, «w MTgn 3 Trarra afriyimi Mt aik ggMft <f tejtw yHt i 

(vi) am MW W (ret yf) af?M icoooo €tfg, mp apkr tpj 4 gWr? gimgra gft yrfa yW t gg 

vfrM'H aik gg#rit # fag tejiw ak^g kmn^RR faar^ Mt :- 

(gj) yn Mm ai^Rm m M t fa gjfagmn gn w% gmrara yfarm gyn gmpn atk 
flR S0% apq wff Wt I 

yy anm rt, anynM^ wi ^ -rflilgg grt afM eetrr 35 gkm wg gtt vmm yifa 
Mt 1 xa is m m yfagm W 50 % aWkgg gmram ^ weft t afag4 is 
gkl® Eng gtt arang ^ # 1 w eer Mtgg atk ggMtt is 4tg aRM 17 gkra 
*gg aft trer yrfa yEft 1 
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(w) 3 fr ?4Tfa ffatpifM fa gnpm h?t4t 14 wigw tnftraror ^kt Rotot/ / 7744/14447 arran 
m tM/ti rtctjptjt 3to /4/Vfa) xptr Rrjti fa/ to/ t fa #v« zffastf 24 477/3 tot; 

49 7TT3T79 441/ Tfa/TT #7 /faro Wt TTOTRI 3 uffatf WW 10 477T3 TO/ fat ffe cp^HT I 

■571 s4>r fafa^nm/fafaro fa ttito fa ropr fal fafa Mr fafa i 

(vii) falfa/4 fa* M 9 fa Tfq^hft fa 80% 914499 4fa ^ fal 9fa fa fa/j|9T 7717 tr M T<<fa OTffat 

fafa 1 

(viii) f/fa/477 tM/ 71 fa f?TV5 W&q vReimif TO 2 fa 91X49 fa falcfaERn-VlcTT^T—09tf/ fa/l 71'^fa TjTiTOfa 
TO 1 5HT faM 4> MH-9H997R944T-£H 07 HK fa 4fa fatfT 919* 3 MtT aifffaf/TTT 4I9T4I4 \J?R 477fa 

an^s^jfa ^rgTsfi 49 tt4t/t 3t7fa?t47 9/79 ro fain 1 fas Rfaffa tM/tt '-#1 ffafM wrtnr*^ tr^ht 

faR fat34/3<4}fafa fa 9T9. IfafM 3TTfa3iE7jfa fafa fat ffafa Mfa fa 3tfa/l 5J979<9TnfaVd ?t faT/*lT, 

fat Mri ttm 9914 9Rcfl t i 

(i\) /Mfat fa 9 R 94 U 4979 T 3 ft 7 9 "fa 911347 fa PRrM fafaR Mt fa 9/794 R 49 7#4 /fa TO 
11 9 /97 ffafaq OtHtl^ffatb 47^41 Sffadd fa ffacRT 917fa fa ffa/ ffafat Mlf/fa fat Stlfaffal 977fa 55 / 
PtfddT fft 9 I fa/ ?91$ W-h/ffat 9ifa47 faTtlf fafat 9 /RRTOfoMd fa5cT4491- 1 gft’ro fa fafa 
47997 iiwiiiid fa 441 / iyfa faR fa ffarr M famr i 
fa/fflft fa fal\7t/ fa Ym'1 tr ffa*4foftjf9 ffarq/lro fat t? ~ 

(l) fatfat/9 9 2300/ -99/ faR vMfa) 9 2 GOG/-TO/ fat 4 xR 1 1?I 44 TC.1I4 4/M t/RT Ot 4// 
pnmf^Rit ^ 4Yo o^-in ^ 3i?rm $ ftn? 1993 c4 4^ 4 ft 4 4/^t xr xr f^oR ^ f^OT 
IRU t ; XR. TOI PRTTO7 «fit 4fan 1000/ "RRi 4 / «4 3?R ^">0 -ntYl ^R HRZP 4^ ^ 414 

oRtpfYrfi 10 % yftra4 44 ; x/ ^rj 4 4t//p oftror <ffe xr fM-i IMt ^rti ^ ofR xr 2358/-tov 
^ cft^, t, Rt 4 4lil/s 4 'jyiffM 4R4> 2300 /-WJ 7if4 4R fon w q i ^^4141 
4 * Rr; 20oo/-p , r; rIcT 4 / sfR Roto/i <r 4>t tom faro w t 1 

(ii) 4 /RI^RI 4 4 /M 4 RT TOII^fafad Mh XR ^ STTOR 47 7 T 4 TPR 1 R 4 f 74 4 > faf/ 4 /M 

4 oi^Tra faro ! i ?r rorn 47 faro; faro 474 t 3/7 4/M 4 / 4ftem oiwr 47 M 47 I 44 

3IT4T444 4174 t> fax’ 91^ 44 OT^ofa M / cfa^ 3n4fa M q, *Rt 4 fa 4 rofa 4 XR44TV4 

XRjro mfaniroi ^ aifam fafao 47 rorrafao xf, ai/fat 4 /M ifRi arjfafad Mr 47 44 ’54744 

4R4 41 fax; 4444 /fa / i 

tiIM 4 144 faf^fafan fMf/ro fa / - 

(i) 7 / 477 / fafa'I 34RR1 47 faf*F4 RT44 TJTTO 477p 477 7F1 /, of) 4T447 @ I dfflfa, 7/Ml / ell^RI 

R445 47 fa OH fa/Ofl / fafTf 47744 47 TpfatJT/i <474 45 444 faRilO 7n9 7f 4|u{ OOldcpj 4T7T 
fa/o fa*4T 44T X4 | 

(li) F4 7 M 44 4 4fat4/ 20,000 fafaj. Z 3{faf4; 44 447714 4/fa fa fat; ISO/ -74R> fal «£ 4fal 2300/-POtJ 
3fa cfrfaj, 3fT7 faMfa 4 1980/-7.qt> yfa fa/^ Mfa 417ri fa44 47 Pf7J4 477/ fa tfOlY 47744 
fat 7T%4 477/ 44 44/ 44r4 4444 M 4Tft t 


8 fa 7 / 44T7Tt 41 7/M / fa‘4f4 7 f/447,2001 7f7t TfEP 7R544 ^TOr/ 31lfafaM 4/ 4/ fa I Sllfal 

gM fat 7T4*! 44^1 4/ faRTt ^t> 4fal *4474 44 t;<P 7471 ^T4l/ fa fat; faiJI 44t 64 | 4^44 75441/ / fa*-Tfafad 
4 fay faro 441 HIT - 

474 R 774 944 4 RT (fafafa) 

( 1 ) 7 /fa fa 445 Mt4 444 / | 4?4 ^4T4 4/ 74R4T t I fa/R M 44 /// / 7^441 W4 fat 4 / 1 1 

tMTRH fa 47441 7T34; 4RT tJ4//fa 447 wllfa I t fafafaR 9 44lfa 477fa7 3TIZ4454 7R441 RtfM 
/, §‘4fa\ I 49Tfa fa74 / | 
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(ii) 1993 m WR 1990 ^ ?73 ^37 331 017, 33tft> 373? 377T73M ferftw 3$ ?1 ‘7?7 077 | 3? 

2001 ^ Tf *ft 077 1 3vf?73 9WW 3?7l*73-3?*1 77537 t I 

(iii) 4 3?if^ 3^ 37 3 w<£$1-3333r ^331 35 f?3j t^?h 3r ^TTf^TR t i 

(iv) 7)f?7?Tftj37 ft3 t w&tfl £ 33737 3?T<73 £ f?P? 37 #J) l ?7!f?77J, ft*l335 371 «R77? 

*E3T $ I 

(v) ?3l7 £771 UWlftfl £7 37<J35 £771 $777^ 3?) 77FR1 17573R 16O/-330< t I ?*7777 ft£77 3?1 oTI^ 

3T7l 3737373 37t 371351^71 37737 f I 77g3> £ 773j?H 37t £51% £ frlV» onfSf^ 3?73?l 33 $M77 

3# $ I 

(vi) ??3 9777f (37«7f77 f^T-FT), ^Z 177373' <7 7TtM? 1 (Jl3T 33T 077, 35 3=W 331^3=73 33 

■*ft 77R713 %3I % I ?H \T77 qi -»ft 33^37^1 37737 37#*t | 

(\’ii) 7) £^ 77^ t fiTTJ TTT^TT $ Ufa 35377 7ft£3^ £ f?X *Tgt $ I ^ £) 373f U37713? $3 37t 

3*1 333 Wni $ i 

(viii) 31 3^ £$ 333H "3377 t I ?7rt ^7U £\^z£ tJTTl 3=?7 77777 t 3fol 33ft £\ "TRItHI 1 zft £| 

(ix) F3*t ^IW'lRr 57 tk <{£} 3ft3)?T*7 fft=3T I I £3*1 f§R7 *UM£ 3R7 5733^13 3lffe 7771 33 3Tg'777WT 
3^1 f%37 f | 

(x) ?*Fl W £ frlV! #1 wJIn 33 H77773 ‘ 1 $ %7J| c 1 ?M3 77 £ <7)77 7Fftj:T7 +R 3 ? 

71*313 f^TTT t I 

(xi) A 7ff^77? 6000 3 t£* 77 33 3n737*H f^TJT <1 I ?M*t ?77 337JPTO74? 3ft Ovft 7jfft$33 fiTTn 

TiTlTJ 71? *r#( ^R7 t | 1775, ?H ??7 TTRlfl =437071 310741 3T-'7J071 £ RIETR ^ 37^4 | 

(xii) 71? TTKTra 31377 rT^ ^ 7377^1 £ frlT! 3ifl I 


4717f falfai7 7^4 VT^c fc7f?t^^ (tIIvTT^ 

(i) ?77 31 4 e) 37 «7^cT r) •jf) £f W>pfaT$ <f>?’) £ fcIV -3TN£- 3>'l5l ^ I 

(ii) 7^5 fiRyj? 7737173 f^7n ^ | 3l4l ^773? P)0ft331 35l 3337 Wi 1^371 37J7 t 1 B?R1 TMlfl £ 

77707 t^fTJcT f37T 077 | S’Tpft Offe 31377^3; i 1 

(iii) vD'M 33 7777774 ?> 7 ^ 77 >KfR £> 4 R f?f 7 Jl 030 ^ | ?3 Q?)« 7 dR 7 § 3 T 3 3^1 773 Tm £ * 77 ^ ^ 333 ^ 

773^ 3fW 35K^1 33 ^ 730)3 3R(1 t I 

(iv) 3^731 b'HT^ ft-lim 1 3TW,iO00 £ 33 (SlClfrl 41^^) £ U7T173 37 Wfl fti3f*>737) 3 33l 710; 

%37t m 3^711^^35 0313 3 | 

(v) ?3 337 W73 3^1 7)37 3313 35^7 ? | 71? «st 600/-33T3 wf?f 3^1 333 3373 3>Hl 1 

(vi) F3771 3R73 «pi^R £ t 3 f^ £ fbHT 1 “<rf 1993 377 3?J?3i 7ft £ felXJ' «TI I 

(vii) FTtf 33I £ Tp^isft- f?UJ33 ^ t^373> 13 37333,2001 £ 373^1 33 ^1 3f)f%T77 £ f^3| ^ | 3=337 

aRTlOTfwi 3f^f^t7f?T77t £ ^T33 F3T31 31 ^£&n £$ I 

(viii) 7J? 7TC37 3337,2000 ^i 313f 3377T3 35 37^ ^f ^1 3137 3TJ7lEt 3773 ^ | ?3ft 31^3, 

f^E7 1^777 I I ?Vt 3^77 ?1^1 3ffftrO 3<1 t 1 77? 373 f^ft37 W £ -^313 3^37 ^?7 f I 
^37n, ?>1 7J3» 733l%3 3T 377*7 377*1 I 






pgmn—g*g4] 
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(L\) ^w, aft tm an anftfti a£ i ww Tpft wfinft ft w $ f& #ft*ft aft aft *yfftwJf 

# I l rflfcn?. tRTft wrro ar anfftpr v? ftr f?WR a3 i 

(x) Pim lmnn w fotga aw? Tiftcm m aronfftw $ I nF ffoartfta % i aprciT wot apjwr atf l 
tfftfaft aft aft aMaaul t l 

(xi) nnift am ywiftd 'wma tnw ft war? w aft yam aft a4 tftyrw ?nfftw ti 

t* afti dm # ^ ( i 

mgareT a>*ca Frara xpfte s^fftiwa frrtVftWaw) 

(i) F*ft toro Tnffter Hwiftw ^ ^ araror t l ynf^, m tja; w yrpa; 

t i 

(ii) w afar aft yftt aft am wn aafer t i aawrtfftt tm fftaa aft anft artft €ftj*nft aa 
ftt amm wi ft a?wjj>f t i 

(lii) aniftt/ij^/ftOTriftaft sttt narft $ mw aft anftftftr we a# ft i afh form ^mm a^m 
?^»T We W % Wta %OT aTHT t 

tfaeft jfftwn ftmf ^^R»\rh ( fonlvs^m;) 

a? ftnafftaft <& fra? ya; wwtt ft i aVayfftra? aft ftfftrr asyft ft f?*y 1500 /-Fay yf?r 
aft tkw 3nn?y* tfiwi«*i ft i 

'n-wftq fttasn Rma ftfft&s (ywftanft) 

$) TMyTT 3 atfl nftt 3TT Tft t I ft f^mirf ftV$yTT ftt <£% Tjqs yRff trK ft MRflflfd aR ftfttl 

?tt ?rfft aft ip ftft aft anyftt ? 

(ii) as wr aftt nftf ft fft amrom aft fftaRm arc fftm aaT ft i Tjw$n prefer araa aft ay ftifti 

anaur, yf^ 9% ^ t l 

ftiflfr rrfb y-ritf^yptR 

irsf ^ arrarwr t^s ^jfarr ^ w <t ^sr ^tht ! ?nftx> e ft; arawr ^ w ^i 

9. *iy<K1 ^i, ifrtfrit ^ ftlRad ftew eiffeRT $ ftn? RWT W f^Tt <OT WHJ W W 

*tt, ftrfr uot»t w ftm w «n i gn^ ^ ^ ^ ftprt yft ^ sh ftnft; io %em, 2 ooi 
ftM ft^ftrat ^ ftnj ^ M «Si i 

10. Tfrrwtf ^ ’ft ^rgw n$ *ne ftrferd «^w y?^d ftrm ft i ftjpita 'ft 
ft T3WJ mj %aft nr fft«iftiftid f^nftnn/w^wm ftm ft :- 

(i) delefttii 'ft gj^rt nwiUM w ftwi fR*rjt nft afR nfl ^nr w $. nft^; filftw aRgftftftun qrgffts 

ft«1HiHHtHH -3ft 3fR ftt ^TT TFT t I W$ 3fftdT 'ftnT ^ ^d»ti T 3fR FfcWt ^fftt fti ftnj ni ftinK T 
afk trtrt yfft^Ti-m <ft ftnj jhtot w ^ wn arwfftw ^tft ^ ftnj ^cppttt afR 

FftenT ^tftt 5RT ft iOTft aft Wftft I 
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(ii) wf?l M>4 r R (414^ 3flM 4Wl) $ f&M 1000/— , t> l UJ <41 EE 4R'l«f>HI 3flE t(f?EET Erl OIFFT—STFT 

TTl^RT Er 4 ^ El4%E Ei4eE Eiof EE *4 I 44441 4 EvctEI fcET & f4> 3TEE EE EE E4 1996 
3iV 2001 41 e< 1 4l eft 41 arm me utt 4 ??41 t eft 41 e4 ’41 ei^hr ee eeterit eHe sfeEEi 

EFlt 4 1000/-WJ yfrT 4t4^ £ 3I$lE5 Eff ^tefV | MEcJ, E44t41 4l 3FJETR E? RJTE?lf4<P E^f 
£, EEt% ?ET %EE e 4 ftETEFT eMet£ 3 EFT?!! ^TRTRTTcf e4 ETET e4 WHIimO ETpfl I ER 
’SR % Pif^Mfl & f^5 4)'c4tl(fclM> 4 h^ESE 4W <4mH ofcEET 4 3Hlj*l 3flE RiFEETIT EE FETE 1 ! 1,31,000 
4)4 M, 41 RTJpt MltllEKT e4 ’TTmEET fJKI MEEEfE iFE4 e 4 3Pf5TT oPfl, SPIT E? ElERiifl EkTERE 4 

EE9T ETFTT f El WEIEl ftp? E44lEl4 <1 Ejf^OTMl EE RgeT Slf&EI ^MEPl f^RJT ETFPTT I 

(I) ElwfP eM41 4 RITMR EFftt- f^ElftR ipitzl EflE mIE'E^IED 4 5RE £ 14> 44>EI ETEf RFlE 41 M« 
4 i6o/-wj yffr 414^ re am $. 41 E?#a %rt t wt ^w-hthe 1 / ee et4 e! etsje 

4 +M<trtEl WTf^FT RbRI f? fcF ETEf EE ET3E? ERT e 4 FTFTcT e 4 3l4siT FFPTE 400/—EEFJ 

yftr 414^ artSjw t, am wnfar si <4 44441 e4 e^ ftpj; e4 etr 4 £ i 

(iv) aiTMR EFRT El MET ERT E£ 041 EEclS SvET EET t f& Rld4^l^/R>fM 41 XlETE 4 414)\RT 41 
41M Rji^ERT R>t 3FTtf5flR <|C'ii4 f?HJ TTETE i| 4lWt^ gKl feTRT ORl 1S00/—■frHvj yfcl 

gn ttwi urn gp| Rmff ^f 3000/-WJ ^ ajfagj ert utepe aftR ^rfri>? rr 3i<nw^* 11 

(v) EErft 'Pm 'arawM am ee^t eieteie wisPi itoe w8 steet ufrmnj repo 

rood t i fan^rw; 6 «rt tHre REet eet t, «eter epte EiRf es^ ^mr ^r i5oo/-w; 

E% C^PKI cTW c|5t 31l?1l cp^O| gj^ fr1\' thdepTlI *1 1600/—fMR jlfcl EIE^cEr 

3fa tlfirdEI -t)' 1000/-^ yfrl £1^ ^\ E7 t^IEE *-P1f 3)^4 fPTT I E? E E$EH EP^R ElETETE 
Ep EET1J TSEI *gf^EE EI^TT, EfcE5 ^EEfl EiFTEnfl 3lPr fffc^ET EPft ^ f?Pj EER?1 41 ERETI 

(Vi) ftFIEfPl ip?fe ~3§5 E?cE^ #i( ^ ^ ETet EM7ERT ^ EJNR RF3EP IfRT SfirEET EEJ E^R 

^ ETFt 4 3EJEE E>1 E^ EjfcFTT^Ef ^ EI^ ^f \R-cRE ER ^ f 3ifR '3^14 EffE?E ^ aifeETE cltt^ 

ES •SE 4 ERif ^IET EF EcT ffRTT ^ i 

(vii) E^ EETREp EP E|R oTTEE FITE toP ^ EPR A EtFTEjtIT % E^f 0114. oSEER EPTE Eol ■SE’ 
P Olfif’1 FTlfEt P Ef^r ^EEE 60 3PFMt dteR E5f ETcPITW FITE EE ETET ER FI«6cTT & I 


11 4141/I 4 ERJEFf EJEEFf A Dell ^tfEE TJE5 f^lRM 3Fj4tf EE^cT f^ET t I 3IE4 frl^Td aigPu 4 

41 <441 4 gn: aM eeftie ejt aflf^Ri f^ET ^ i ?ffP 3if?if?Ed, 41 >441 4 erjeft ^eei4 4 et; ee fW^r%E 
f^E^IET/EE^lE>E'>l 41 f^EI t - 

(i) BWlf^ t T EE f^lEEFFl ^ fcPj e 4 1992-93 4 4t^ Et |E ^ f^XT Ef?I 41^, ETE f4<MIER 

1000/-E1E1J e 4 EE Eil 3IIHR E1EI W ^ 3flE 10% Elfap 3fpEE '5ETEE4fcr EE Ell ETRe ER?I ^ 
ETfERI EE 2358/-E5EIJ TjfcT 414^ ?t41 ^ I EP?T HE5 4lilVE EE ETEEI t, E? f44E f^TET EET t 
f% ?ET W1ER1E # EIRE 14? 3PTE EMVERT Srf^E^ 20000 4tf^, % aufJRP t El ETOf EETFTE5 

EH 160/-EFR! UfvT 41^ E4 41 ETFpff, ETE URETER EE 2300/—4T^ Vf4l, w4l 
EE EE |f^EEfl ETETETE 41 yfcT 414^ 2160/-TTQ 4l41 I 

(ii) 4141 ve 4 tj4 ^ ^4ee e 4 Etom 4 P ppm sb% stieri 34e ^ie 45 % f^ElE ^ 1 ep4 3itete 
ei4ee me <p4ee cPIexe oieei e?4ee espet er4 41 ei^ (4141e^) ^ wetr e« 1 4 60oc/-wj eRi 

414^, e 4 EE FPn4 En41 t I E54ee EIElt EE UEElfclE ME1EE 4 e-eMei 4 E<4, Ef?t P1 e 4 MEIE-Pt 

ETET EMWE E>1 ETOpT DEFT 145ET EITET t. 4 ER4 EE Me ftlET MET t, 4^ET EEt 4l EFT & Ol'JETR 
?ei eMe soon/—44y wfa /l44, <T ^ TE ci['id § i mE— e4h1et4 hZ '1 mOkT Td-t/ / PelC' 4TE 



[ MFT III—73n^4] 
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arafa ggg ftftm gift wfl ft Wi 5000/-W? yfft gum gftgg ft grmt ft ft>o? 3eoo/~w! 
nfrl afR fft*g ft) ha gift ggftf ft fftnj 2800 /-WJ yfft €t^, t alt? tfWt fftw ft fftgfft gft 
grgi w# ww g^nft ft ^ tariff gg b%, 30 % aft? e®% 1 1 T® nwt. yfft gg^ ft* gRiftm 

3frnn g7 PIWI 41M/-WJ $ | iRT g7 ft {JMAI gj^ft ^t, gift HIWH ft fftlf TO RffligR 2300/-WJ 

ft) Ufa ft) ^r fftftgg wi ft ijgi ftgjgift g? $ I 

(iii) w gg> Tra^rrit wt w $, gtfgpr yffr %r m y*m adY? we^wi ft fttgg ft xnc to? afl? 

ffttftm: '3rnif/ftt’R lI T ft ftp? 750/-WJ ftt? Rl^f ft SHT HIE ft ^flRllft tRP ait? fftfttw 

^ott^ ft ftp? 300 /-WJ, ^gnjift ft «f xnz fw wiut fowtatt yi€f ft wwi etrt 5 ^ ft 
ftp? 300 /-w;, ^Yrwt/wrt^ ft ftp? 1500/-W; ait? *gw Tifti m 10 % ftftg g? aieifa 
3135/-W; Uftl iftft*}, 711 ftM $ I gft 1992-93 3 fttOjgT g7 gft gftt WR ftft ^ ftm ftli)y?l 

it ftp; f^rejr w %. \'*rM ft gift siraiwr it ftp? g? fftgg g^ft wra, 2 ooo/-wr yft 
ftt alt? ftOHftfl m gg UWN fftgr w $ alt? g? fttar? gr?ft ^*? fft ft?i g? yi£t it \inwi 

it TOftT ft ftp? 10% gft ^ ftftt alt? >37lft Wg 10% gft ftftg g7 gg gftg gRft ^ RfR ‘ ? 0RT 

w\ art%R i980/-wi gft €t^, ^ t \ ^ tsmti im f^j ^ 

it l%v 3136/-WJ oft # ^7 qft ^RIT ^ ^ Rillil^ ?7 <1 * I 

(iv) vjtiil'tfl Roiw/^ g?r ywi? wjf rihw uftwff «nrrt ^ ftoj Rnn w t, ?nRi #^Rrt 

71 w ST7T ^c^?t m f?lw Ttw TTT ?F& 3ft? TTISJ-TIRT i H?7(H *St IRIRr ^ 5tl 

(v) f^rmiT ^r nwrg ^ gs£*R mrt r <pt wr^t ^ vsm f^n rjjt t, yft #^Kri ^ ^ an 

rtotr sr?i vr-ci-ittfl ^ gi^R #»t i ^t «fM gi^ gtci g^R m wi 

Tgftwj gro gr? 7^ f, git grat miwjm gft ai^ftn ttott ?Ytt 1 i tMKri it %-cftgM g«i g7 

wrJ m t l ^ 2 $, Tft^Shrw ^ wi^ gr^rg^R %ft gi #1 3 angiwi i> Roj 

tffgrr g7 #f fMr Rgwa gg srmrg g#t f%gr ggr £ 1 

(vi) 3 pr g^ 1996 aft? 2001 ft grl *t tiw afftm uft^mtiT ^ gft gft 1998 ft ftY^u 1000 /-W 7 

gft g? g? gng fftgT gm? ftt g? isoo/-w; gf?r ftt gjg ^ 1 g? g? gWt fttftt 

VRufaftt <ft Rg; ?4l*i4 gfi t 1 v>gil4l t tTRftft ft, g« g? v>g?^ ngrg amigi ygun ^ 

fi; TivjiTg ?t cpg Ftftt l 

(vii) iMvf'H ft 2300 /-wj gg giftf^g ™ ftgg wftptig g* gftftsg ft hrtI 10% faftg gg gft 
7 llfft(H gRcll ^ I 

(viii) TMfftti *ngf ytiid *1 ft ofrtw 6000 ^}, i w?wn mi m ansgron fegT t 1 ?n str<jrh 
gft gmft Rgroftt gr gg g^Tg Rrit gngT t 1 

(ix) ^7i Tgftg gf w< g^lft gft 3igfit g£ ftiv; 4\ftd fftft gg n«n«i g^t fft>gf ggi ^ 1 g? ijg? g«ig 

gtftt 1 imifft, ftYM w: g^tft g> sng fteftft gft gftterr gRgr 1 

(x) uwiftd grt ft ftt^Ff it giftm efftnct g? fttrft i «?gm gr gftf yft^d wig Ftm Tmrfftg 

^ 1 

(xi) wrpft gst^R fftwr g? gg 7n*r g?ct ft' 7t t, ftgi* 4 afftw, 2 ooi gft ariftqfftg 

ftfttflm gft ft gig ft Rrafffti flTgpg g? gn^ Tftftt 1 

(xii) ftftM ft toi yftwi gr ywifftw fftgr t, Rt wgg y7?ng fft# fftm gift wm^ it wng ft rsft 
^ Mfufftg gff fftgi w t 1 fti ftl gft hpp) gigi g? ftt*w g?n g^ft giftt giftl ft g?w*i 
ft fftX 1 giftfftv gft ft mi m mm % 1 
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(xiu) to ftnfa if ijfe'iti g? we *T»tt to 4W waifon fifsq tjit gjtfc gfcgit gf grof 
3IFIEPPI ^ frtv gif gff TO aftftfig % I TOTTFT 

if TO ’’ft gifo ftrgT W t % TOT gif TO W giftft gft TOlfiif ^ feTTf ToR E^ft UHVJ’ft affa TOTE 


to rtot ow ♦ % WF/^f awn 3 rwt gkt tow^ ft gftqftg # 5w to mRhm*CT gtff $ 
Eft yfl'Tlefl IftR-w wi if wft gft TOfton grim aff? vwijw giro vjoujni i 


12 . #tjwjw? A ggro gprarf gf gw awft feiffcm ftu#rgf ftt to^tt nit t, fttmro wttrr ftfft fftgT 
toti £ ;- 

(i) U'wniu CTiijnl araw «ji»ir onw % ai^n # grgm if n$f t l 

(li) totott to answ. g$f o % «imw ottot gt efftTOft gf gitgg ft writ towt gft orfesmiaft to 

tow wn ntfft gr gtff i 

(iii) To we Tf$ ft % TO TOM TOIMHH H^TO5 Ulfekuyui ft tow wit ft I TO ^ TOfta fttTO ftgT 

t. ftt TOTTTOF 3flE HTTOTt ft ftg faMT&W TOlt TO fitTO $ I 

(iv) to we gftf ft fft wn twr ftt gft ftgr tototR^ t to gftf afk to ftt firftror gftf & fin gmft 

gft Trtflfw wmtff ftl ijft arProfftr t w if i 

(v) fttftftrg aift vjgrftftf tftft ft f^j ftftft ftrorj ft, fvRTO s% TOrfr gig fftro on 'ftroiT ft \ am 
eg? >M ft Tptrft ftnff 4 anrowr artfiira ft, to tor ft anronm to fftrot fern air towt ft i 

13 . tot weft to groftnftt ft iftm r>grted toto afa Trtgro ■groi^ ^ wgir eraft ^ wt f( 
PiM Ri to n ffctfft wt 3TRft t :- 

(i) TO flWS fRT ^ TOTTTOT TORT TOH ^ '3^**1 % ftwiT W t, Olt 'fTgtft TOIT 

TOf ^ uPnro g$ totot tout to tot ^ i tem tott t, xfrer tow gft ^ror 

gft tortosI ^ totot ^i aw wet t i eg#^ gfr/^it g^-R g^I airo tepfitaw erft^t 

% g^TrlTOTTT tp "T^m TOP aTOITTOPT ^ l TOTE 3Rt TOTOTTOT ^ f^ivj TOif 'ttm 

nf|, ^ totA ^ ?f[ if aifitRro totttot ?Ptt a#H wr git arfirPro tojito ttto 

^Rn i t^to ^4T#to^ sttt TO^t wt if ftnn w f, TOjf ^ tft^TRT afR ifgif'itf if 4ts tjto^ 

w ^ ^g>Rq« wftgiT t aitr wr ^ grt^ w gr^ror totttot aew n^I ?t towt i 

(ii) afk vgifyf) ^ gitTn/ armrwi gT inwrn i ftnj xjg5 g? g^ 1993 gf g^t # 

TOT if TORTO «5t I To gE OW fTO^f ^TOTT SITO TOOT WET if fi^/ifT gj^gfj i 

TOTOT TWR Et gtt ESTTEft t I fit WW if EEStt fo# fiWlT ^ gR if if TOT g# 

gj^TT gTrff eT gfr$ angRr gff ?t flroff, am ftrom/^e tfegw graft if fiiRf if arnff t i #fttO 
g5 uwig git g^t if egygg TOrrafror if etto ert 1993 if gft if toi if uigum gir g?rw g?M 
i fire ^ 1 to ^teef^g $ i aro) grt g? TOT if grofff totter if Pgrroft to toRfcT 

wv\ to iRrog gff ftwr to, ggff^ graft gm gi^rot to aronwr Jjyf wi g^t ^ tott i 
toft if are ggragft if ifir aro. gftft araiwr if f^wgrff ggM yr totto tott f^i #, to#f? 
toitt g^jrg? to gff arg g?ra grw uwiftg ? 1 

(ill) % arofrgrg fom £ % grot to tottor htotot aftr gf ^fg to totto t afk 

5ET gwrg gft afTTOgrorr i tttr to tot Tfiferotw shi fiRTR f^gr on tut t t tot to TOrtei 
tort wra t % uwig gfr&roi ait? rpfM) ^ thto orPr grrt g^ro unrwrg rjror gif Prae wti 
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i qffoRwt wr vt gfgq q? giftramr ijvft c$ anjqfftc w? qggn $ I wnft, ^Wr genro 
gft eqrqiRgj ajgwT m^m tfn w$ gf gl wtil $, gkj wn ggw gq Mqkq qtff i 

(tv) '(ftli'll^ ^ CtCt Cflfclcft if SCTTO ^ fea ilTO i 3 TOTC R f^t ftftlfc CT an SPHR q^t 
f^WT $ i cv it ffrq qqgg atr^m qsgr/kr siwt gft gwnr if WfggjrT sm gr£qi if mwim 
gft wra gft ^tot tjv airaifki $ i ?qif ukq 3 3000/-wj gfcf ift^, gft qgef cv gft qtq gft 
t, gkj ?q^ me if tjMw if i 5 oo/-wr gfa €ftkj sftv cgift# if i2oo/-wj yffr gft 
C? gq Tgjnq ftqi # I 

(v) ^sn^ijqg ^ angkigiq ftrqr $ ftr iooo/-qqq ufci iff^ gq mqg faifggs muf ww git iw/its 

cm wrftc gn?^ if rnwg it ftqj qq g^qvf ^ foe ukqnjq ggrq grvir if foe 3 tiws 
t 1 w % ^ ^ 'tft\ , w# cm mr ftqr w t 1 3 ip eWfa-ftii $ fo fm^ if qimq if H 
airmq if foe yfofieq gfgq wi totc qgi gftftg q^f t, gft ^jftqT aik eteq groigif 

cm yen aft q$ #rofi qft to m *ft ft4e qmft £ 1 sqgf aiftiftgq, q? ^kn Wforgr cftgft 
cm <pg$ gft tor it qg»f if wt u?^w> foqc to ^t*rg qtff 9f qgqg 1 C9T q? qwtw gmc 
wm t tli eftftkt gg aimirqq £ fo ecftq gft ftfaq cfrgft % it 333 it shcto ^ *ng 
s a#ff g> ck -H^to gjuntt i 

(vi) 319 arfagmT c^fq gt fkr; ggnf agmn gquT if gjf^ kqrati ^ M^tq g^ : gg5T 

t 1 q 9 fMq wmfifgj ilk wi cm q^c/kr gmiqid gff 9 ^rar wfRi gmf ^ gnf^g> 

qswtii ^if it gk if g^ gfiq ^qmt cm q^ amfkgl wt wmiRti t 1 cvg, qnggf^g> g^ef 

if. if ftvfq qg vf vtrrfijf f^qi ^ cqgq nmrfg % giimgH gi^kt <i? gjfd'Wdt 

^ pRggi qgj otiwi kgqf ^ ftnj t 1 9 ^ tqm if R3ff ^j, qy amrg q€tq gggf g> ^igigqq 

it fkv fknqq itch g^ki i ^g if q$ cht m wri t i Co qckkrftq ^ f^ gmfRm wcrmi 

ilr f I&f 3 RT: anCPPR |f C f ?}5 3 RT im aqqfWT f 

(vii) ^ eg* f^qr t k 1993 i cvt i gm if gv q^qr i B 9 mq g> f$rg eg q % '^3; 

i fkv afk wwif^n wycg> ^gffq if qqrq sjcwt grkt gf; fkg ai^lq %qT ^ 1 cm 

ftqr qqT wr wcq ^Rrt g^m § f^ g^ 1993 if gvt i grq if RiqfRd g^ sttcir q? 
RrafRd gff q^ eft 1 cqgt arirfkgq, 93 to? g>tq 3 g?mq gqR ^gq wiqn g^f RreftRq 
f^qr qqr t 1 fk tqjq if mrC §v. tojr g? gcmq w? Rfqq gml i fkv 

sr^ftj qftgjR gmf gf fkg i\i gqgg qff $ 1 

(viii) gmrfftq C3 Rig;iin i Rr, if g$ ims i eft i gn if Pftrtfki cr r af?rg*-f 10 % i\ 
ai'^MiRfti ggmiftfrr gv toj, gft ^ 1 to gtf 1993 ir anfeggwT cm qci# q^ afkfc gqmtftfcr mrqq 
gfiknf 5 %- 6 % tf, #ftiff cm toj, f^qT qqT qg> Tjufq: ^fgjR q^f feqr m qg 5 ?g 1 3 iq? g^ 
1993 if CJf gf qn if C3 mft t$ oKft Tffyft’ftq^^qHifg^ 199© aik 2001 HT CfTO 

qqffSm/qjftm 4 gft q^ tffift f sqk to i, irk if i cRrc %qT kf> CRTRftq Rfroiq 
c? kqrqift eft aik 3 iq? ?q if anjqiq mqpq ^fijqi toj; gft TOft t cf a?wi gqR arEgg^?} 

efqi 1 q? *ft gi ^33 fftrgi ^ ft, cc cic^ if k;cif 4 t if c? ggm hcito (qki 4 z\z cc,} 
i tkij ci qft sften to cf mqft, to guro if amiftd cggnm i apsftq 1; gilft c^ft g^qt 
gg cf 9R C 9 mq (gfq if w afR gq. cic it qfgg) gkqT 1 fq wra *f ^ftiftil cm ftqT qqT 
qg£ qktq grqr anqr $■ afk *?\ik'i\ !>Wi v/trtt $ 1 

(tx) gft^ i ftrqi t ft> c^ 1893 gft cit i qrc if gftqi ^ apq. *ff^t angiggq i, ftaj cr 

qiqpq s?mq gqkf g? 50% k arfegr tfc gft arqqftf i%R ftqg gft q# eft i vft^fqq i ~*kr— vktf l di^ 
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yft ft y*#R ft> 5WR # Tft^T y? y? <ft#R # WIRTR! ft fcPJ 3frfTcT y? yidKJId R^RT T? 
<1Rtl TJ1J #41# SKI *ieng*#ra TjfcT #S^ 4154/—ftt# ft I 3TT 3fRT7T T? n? 50% ftt 

Rywd # 3ig*# ftyR afR nanjft wn; ft fcrr? io% ftt y? ftPyyR yy y? crwr 2300 /-W; 
1 # #ftg, 3n# ft, # ##t??t ft fty-#4tyft yef ft ftlyn# ft wm ft ft#R u^rh ft f#? 
#4t# ENT SWllfftl ^ t I ^ RTH ft R^ft f^ r #4t# cTT^T MWlf# <R 3RT ft#Rt ft W 

*flvjjc;i wsyctf) ftl< yft 1993 ft fT?t ft HN ft yxiyft ft -DTi: 'll41 3lc1'4 u l ft fcHJ '3Mc1«T U?}cy> 
ft TWf 4 'H^jRlcl d# <T># Tiff ?Ty># I 

(x) tt**## ft 'H«iffeRT fttujyT yft yy yi#/ycte/ftR; ftt/ft yyftt wn^/fttnyR y? cpth? yrrft 
yift flHN ftftrcr n? #? uidsyc^ b»tr m so% ftt Pi#Rd yRrn t i yftdft ftt yy yramy 
hsi*i yRft #? any ftyiaff ft fen; cn<; mrr?t ftt R?ny ft ftft ij4 y?R iRjcyi yi# ft ft4>ivi 
ftt wt ftt TTgyy ftyr ft W unft fty^ 4m (3Tyyr fftftw:) 3 ftfrm ytft yy5 yy## ft 
3135 /-W? i# yt# t i yRffy ft. yy#fft ft wf wft ft ftft Ryiyy/^d ftt arg*# 
ftft yy ftl^ ftlfftcy y# $, yftrfft <y#R 4m fft# # yRft ft ijy## ft anyyi i ft?n vsccl«i 
Wn 'jfT Tjyy t, ijy## ft ymft ft yitzm ^ swi l%y yy ystytf y> fery yrnif^r Wry yr 
4 y^Rt ^ (yg^yylt) ytft T»/yyi vj^Ri^/yW 1 ! ^ fery shr ynWr ?1 ctt t I fo# -*ft yjy^ 

<s , tj4l'41 ^ ?y XT+n qjinx'l % Hl»K u l/\JCKIl[ H*1K, yfr +f|sj^t51 Wf ^ yR 3T^7TR 1500/— 

yf?r 41^ t, HiKi f<fc<n fTr i yy *inhi Ftyr f^ ytcr y? wfxl ^i so% Ryiyy ar^yj^r ^r 
yy yiytny ('Hgc 4 n*H) ylyt ^/y>f ^3 ctt^/ht^ yy yyyl yy rpj y^t t i 

^yy yyf y>t y^ Re# i> ^feyy, #<M ?rt y^nf# yr yRm yr^ yncfr t l Wtt ym 
^sny Wtt w t, yr ^i #t# ym URiif^d y? y^t aft? y>y y^ft ^t yftt 3 ti?tr y^t ft i y^ 
ft ft# y# y?t yy> f^ yWn uc-wh nyien yRft ^ yiy ftt yy## # aRnyyyft Re# ft rt 
^yy># t i 

(xi) #wr merits fftjyr ?rr , gyy ft, yy## ft ftfaj^r y# ft yj# yRft ft yftft li lT ii4Ji u i yftf ft i ynyy 

ft, yy## ft Ryron # ar^yfft ftft y^ Rry ### yy y^ny #y?r ##y?r ft ym i y i y # g trH i Rd 
yRyT ft i yeyfft, w yryyi #rr % ### srt h-wiRci y# y? yy## yft yftft R#y y# y# 
ft 3 ft? i# y#yft # #yft yyRR y>. y>RR #y#<s # rr ftt ft# i 

(xii) yy y#y>? u i ### # Rry trjc^p yy^ ftt 3rRnjJ# yj? ^yy ft i ft^y yRft to ### # fft#y 

eicin y? Wy# yRft yy y^ arw? dHct«i en i WlyyR, anftRicT #ycT yyicH enyy yft 
Tjy yRft # Rry anyyyy? #, fft#Rra ft# ye apjyRj any “yj# # 3TeryT f# wr ##yrr yft 
Re# # | fft#f#r ft# y? yftft Tmfe 3ny y ytft ft yyj?y> ftf^ yy# 3#yj ftt# i y?r ft^jfft 
ft, yftft (#t) ftft ye 'HiHiRJciyi #yT yftf yn mm i y?g, yy y#yr?ui ### <$ <nfi yft 
yy# yiR#yy? fftfty # anyR y? ymft yft ftyR ft f# Ryraftt # yyyy yjftyr yiciiyid ft 'gyR 
ft#T aft? ?my ?m>m any ft ftfe yypr # yft Ryiyftt yft yfrpftgRm yRft ft 3#y? yftfr i yryf# 
#41# 5RT iwnf# Ryiyft t# y?r yrffty>?R sttt amnft nft Tnypy Re# # arg?ny y# 
ft, yy fft># yyn? 3 it#e? ?rt arftRm aft? Ryiy# y? ynl ^rt Wtr Wit yrmT argfftd ytyri 
y?gy:, yyR ffty #41# ft yy apfen yRyr ?yn. yfft^ci ftrm R? ft ym WRiilftd ft # a#y> 

Ryiyft yym yR i nyg?n?,ftly?ift yy anyrftyy aRftryy? Wtt ynm ft i 

(xiii) yn## ft, #41# &rt HRi/lftd 20 oo/-yyy i# ## 3 , # y? wj41 y^Ty yl f#j io% fftfty wm 
# ?ner RRne ft i ##irt ft 2300 /-w; yfft #ft^ # wRiif^d y? ft yy y^yi # ynfftcr ftt 
##M'n ft #, yy ysy> ^erys fftyi yy ?t^ttt ft nifft> Try# ynft yr# fftfty y? yft '3 Rrt yiy ft 
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Itvhtc *T Rrar to rFT afa gro^ft wmr <fgm F$ j 3 *tRh Ft fFFFr nFTronef rgT to trtpT to^T 

*t WMIdRcl cf>[ TO TOT I d^K, 'Tfr^F^T F TO 2090/—<TO HfcT cTl^ 3^7 10% RFIm to 

mu f^erff^TT gft TOrft % i 

(xiv) vM<fT ffRT TRtllfFcl gF cfF §V W&rft F> fcFJ t I ?MTFT F TTC f^TO % fF> TOcft 4>cH/i £ 

gg'KH i> fen? toT g >t RtroFr »ftv^i gFf afk totF! gFT ^ tot 3 witon! gm fFro totot i 

^fFr TOcft *iH<f FT fcF? FfajgT gF fFFlq<4R F g§7T gRT $, f^F? SRT WTlftd 

gg ^fcg>l u i T 3 f^?r # i ?tot arRrRtw, IFRft FT uFigdi F toFT gRTrof to rto^ toT to gF^ 

3IImRi TO?t Mbl^ % I 

(xv) #jM F FTFFrt F gfegF yfF FTro groRgr 20,000 FT#^ F 3 ^ gmrara to i5o/-wr 

TTfrT FT^, gF ^ TO TOUR f^RTT t I TO TOUR iH^HlIFtl fFRTT TO t I FTFl'M^ 

w ^e w ctpt FTF ififlqRi«r> gF FF to grgFu ufFu t, jr^ toT rt^ gRUT gFFu t, gFtfFr 
rFT gsFro to^ totr ri?rt F grjR fFn? toF f 1 T^rF tr> j?FfFt F totr grjR gRUT gfk fF>FT 
3RI TjFf# gF gF STJUfF FF F MRtJlF fFfcFT hHH'KII 3FH ST TOnft t I 

(xvi) UR 3RT gfFuF FT fcFJ F^TO TOT FT TOT F fFtrfftu gF F TORF TJeFTT gF TOFT t. TO FTTO3F 

^ REZR /r MS'KH fFnj TTT? ^Rt ^ f^F? 3T«l arjFtf^T H^-KH PlRb^l wt /t R^i-mFI t 1 

FT Rgmdf TRt ^T TRTTR ^fFM IRT tMFRI F TF^RT PRTT 5RF ^ TtRrT 3FJRP ^ TTO 
f^RT RbT t I ^TF TjRlRbd TJJtF F5 fcF? fFr FTT gft TTTfFr Ff, "FFM Ft Rrr? FrRFT TmicT-Kt 

FT illdlilM gfT tTRFT FTW ^Fp I #FT^f ^PT ft qTFRf >R 3TlF gTTTFrT^f gTTF 3fR JR5 

'M>1f <HlF <PT ^JSTTP R<JI VJIIHI $ I 

(xvii) tM^T ?Rm gR ^ # fFr T=q5Fr ^r wm Ffrt w. jt^TF araf^r FT fcF? tFRft ^F ^ fcF? 
•T^f f^JT JRTT JR?J sRqF'l, 3PR 3)I<F;<J(J> ^K)l 'JRTT, <F<F ^ fcFJ 9T: *t£TF c|ft oiqltl ^ gR 

otrwt gF 7 T%f gF ^TFpft 1 rt FT v3Rr <jfe<i>Vi qifr t afR tt^ttr ?w wFt g^F t i 
3FR FFM iTRT ^ ^tFTstt F fFr# TRjegr wFfjr gF 3 trrrrt w wt ‘errtt $ Ft FFM 

FT MIRT^uI $ f^RTef TRvTFT TR^fl gR WTTT £ | 


14.1. Ff^ gf^IFRgWT 3fa PFR f^F RJ giRRt F cieTT 'fFTTT ^FT % W fFg gflF ^ 3TTRR JR g? 

tttRt^jf JjJRFm ^Fttttfp ia (xiii) F genygRfrT FTFFrt F ^fTFf?t ^t foi^F tm Ft fen; Ft ijerggRR 
# 3 fJFt FFR Ft I 111 4) 2.1 (iii) sflT (iv) F geflviRdRslrl tMtrT 3?R JRT^Rfl $ FFl JTTvjff JTRT gf^R i> 3TFTTWT 

^ fcF? g>f aft? tFT ai^Frf^T frctt t l 


14.2 TO 3nF7T dnPIcT OTR 3TeTtcT 5 WJR.2001 FT cTPj; Ft UTFPTT I 

14.3. tM€T gF biTl-w RfFFT gft ?nfFcT gR^ gg ##jrt afk jr rt^ anrF gFT $ fft gF 

^JT^gp wr Fr totTRw gRF to RtFtt ftgr onm $ i 

TRT. TWt, STIR^T 

[fF?m/III/IV/143/2001/3TPT. ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 2Kth November, 2001 

No* TAMP/61/2001-CPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 oftlic Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 (38 
of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of the Calcutta Port Trust for fixation of rates for 
movement of containers by barges between the Calcutta Dock System and the Haldia Dock Complex as in the Order 
appended hereto. 
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SCHEDULE 

Case No.TAMP/61/2001-CPT 


The Calcutta Port Trust (CPT) 


Applicant 


O Ft P E Ft 

(Passed on this 5th day of November 2001) 


This case relates to a proposal received from the Calcutta Port Trust for fixation of 
rates for movement of containers by barges between the Calcutta Dock System (CDS) and the 
Haldia Dock Complex (HDC). 


2.1. In its proposal, the CPT has made the following points: 

(i). Due to a sudden fall in the river draft of CDS, container traffic at the CDS, 
especially exports, started dwindling from August 2000 onward. At least three 
main line operators viz. Maersk, P&O and NOL (APL) have shifted their activities 
from the CDS. Now the containers are carried to the HDC by road transport for 
subsequent shipment from there. Against the estimated handling of 1,59,825 
TEUs in 2000-2001, the CDS has been able to hurdle only 1,37,845 TEUs which 
is less by 9454 TEUs in comparison to that of last year and 21980 TEUs than the 
estimated throughput of 2000-2001. This has resulted in a loss of estimated 
revenue by Rs.2.87 crore. 


(ii) . Though all steps are being taken to improve the river draft at the CDS, the result 

of such action on this stretch of the river cannot be predicted with any degree of 

certainty. Against this background, need is felt to take steps for movement of 
container by barges between the CDS and the HDC in order to retain the 
container traffic at the CDS. 

(iii) . The CPT has proposed the following consolidated rate applicable at the CDS for 

containers handled through barges at the non-CPY berths, on an experimental 
basis for 6 months: 

(a) . For 20 ft. container - Rs.2300/-perTEU. 

(b) . For 40 ft. container - 1.5 times of the above rate. 

(c) . For container exceeding 40 ft. length - double the rate at (a) above. 

(d) . A rebate of Rs.150/- per TEU on the incremental traffic in excess of 

20,000 TEUs per barge operator per year. 

(iv) . The CPT has also propose a consolidated rate of Rs.2000/- per TEU + 10% 

special rate, for the containers moved by barges between the CDS and the HDC, 
payable at the HDC (since 10% rebate will apply in the present case, the rate will 
effectively be Rs.1800 + 10% special rate i.e., Rs.1980/- per TEU). The proposed 
rate is to be inserted in the Scale of Rates under the following nomenclature: 


" Clause 18.1.11 Container landing from Barges to Quay, transportation 
to Stack Yard including lift-off transportation from Stack Yard including lift- 
on back to quay for ultimate loading in ships or vice versa, without use of 
any port equipment.’’ 

Insertion of the following notes in the Scale of Rates is also proposed' 

“18.14 (a). Container charged under Clause No.18.1.11, will qualify for rebate 
at the rate of 10% on charges at SI.No.1 under Clause 18.1. 
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(b) . For any other services, not mentioned in the Clause 18.1.11 

charges shall be levied as per relevant provisions of Scale of 
Rates in addition to the charge mentioned against 18.1.11. 

(c) . The rate under Clause 18.1.11 shall apply at the berths operated 

by CPT (HDC) only.” 

2.2. In support of the rates proposed, the CPT has given the following justifications: 

(i) . Scale of Rates with effect from 11 February 1993 contained an all inclusive port 

charge of Rs.1000/- per TEU for transfer of container from Calcutta and ultimately 
shipped from the HDC or vice versa. But due to some reasons such inter-dock 
transfer of containers by barges did not materialise and as such no specific rates 
have been provided in the Scale of Rates revised in 1996 and 2001. 

(ii) . Considering the rate of Rs.1000/- per TEU in the year 1992-93, if annual average 

inflationary rate of 10% is considered, the present rate works out to Rs.2358/- per 
TEU (moderated to Rs.2300/-) at CDS; and, the rate comes to Rs.2000/- per TEU 
at the HDC. 

2.3. The Board of Trustees of the CPT has endorsed this proposal. 

3.1. M/s. Capstan Shipping & Estates Limited (CSE) have also submitted an 
application for fixing a special port charge for container barge service between Kolkata-Haldia- 
Kolkata. This application has been registered as a separate case (Case No.TAMP/59/2001-CPT) 
and processed accordingly. In view of the interlinked nature of these two cases, this Authority 
decides to take them up together for consideration. 

3.2. In its application, the CSE has made the following points: 

(i) . We have developed a container barge feeder service. We have extensively 

Interacted with the Calcutta Port Trust (CPT). A detailed market survey covering 
the Trade and Shipping has also been conducted by us; and through, various 
presentations we have highlighted comparative cost chart to the Port so that it can 
recommend a rational container related charge for the barge service. 

(ii) . For retention of traffic particularly in the CDS and at the same time Increase of 

traffic at the HDC it was appreciated by all concerned that cost and operationally 
efficient container barge service at both the Dock Systems with private 
investments on shore equipments like cranes, reach stackers, trailers, etc., will 
attract container operators to use the barge service in preference to alternative 
modes of transport. 

(iii) . The CPT has decided a box rate of Rs.2,300/- per TEU and not Rs.1,500/- per 

TEU as proposed by us and a volume discount of Rs.150/- per TEU proposed to 
be allowed for volume above 20,000 TEU per year. 

(iv) . No decision was taken regarding Haldia. Without a decision regarding Haldia port 

charges, the container barge service could not possibly commence operation. 

(v) . As operators, we were advised by the CPT to commence the service. The CPT 

advised that, after six months, the matter would be reviewed further to give more 
concession as per performance and Trade demand. 

(vi) . We made it clear that the service was workable only as per the cost package 

given by us. The project will not be workable if the service product cost is not 
cheaper than the road and rail mode. 

(vii) . Since there have not been any barge operation till now, special barge tariff was 

agreed to be fixed and it was mentioned during the course of our various 
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presentation that the container barge service will benefit both the dock systems. 
Over 50% concession was extended earlier to similar service. 


(viii). The HDC’s proposal presented in the July meeting of its Board was structured by 
way of an Irrationally high rate and from this rate the Port has projected a 
concession of Rs.935/- per TEU. 

(ix) . We understood from the Ministry of Shipping that its view was that the port 

charges in both dock systems should be so structured as to make the total barge 
service product cost package cheaper than road and rail. 

(x) . We have already invested substantially In creating barge hardware for the service 

including chartering of barges, mobilisation of four shore-cranes for loading / 
unloading barges, reach stackers and trailers for on-shore movements, and a fully 
computerised Portnet system. 

(xi) . A rational rate may be fixed so that this container barge feeder service can be 

started. We are ready with the equipment and have been interacting with the 
market regarding early start of the service over last few months and, therefore, fix 
an ad-hoc port charges not exceeding Rs.3000/- per TEU with breakup between 
Kolkata and Haldia, valid for a few months, pending hearing our appeal and fixing 
a firm rate. 


4. A copy of the proposal of the CPT and a copy of the representation of the CSE 

Limited were forwarded to all the concerned users / representative body of port users. A copy of 
the representation of the CSE was sent to the CPT also for comments. The comments received 
are summarised below:- 


Calcutta Custom House Agents Association (CCHAA 1 

(i) . The cost difference between road movement and barge movement of container is 

just Rs.160/-per TEU. 

(ii) . The THC given are not yet fixed by the ASIC. After the approval, the THC may 

be higher. 

(in). We feel the rate shall be as under: 


(a). 

For 20’ container 

Rs.1000/- per TEU 

(b). 

For 40’ container 

1.5 times of the above rate i.e., Rs.1500/- 

(c). 

For container exceeding 
40’ length 

25% more on SI. No.(b), i.e., Rs.1875/- j 


(iv) . The rates proposed above will attract substantial volume of business atleast 70% 

of road movement and this will be helpful to the trade considering the approach 
road to Haldia. 

(v) . The draft surcharge (fixed by ASIC) of US $ 50 per TEU is not being charged now, 

these charges have been renamed as Calcutta Port Surcharge and a few lines are 
charging at US $ 30 per 20’ and US $ 60 per 40’ 

(vi) . Rebate shall not be given to Steamer Agent who will operate barges. This is to be 

given to the Exporters and Importers or those offering 200 TEUS of Rs.200/- per 
TEUs per month or the volume targets as may be fixed by TAMP and Calcutta 
Port Trust. 
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Eastern India Shippers Association I EISA) 

(i) . Taking into account the entire chain of transportation of container from Kolkata to 

Haldia by barge, the endeavour shall be to make the barge option considerably 
cheaper than the road transportation mode; and, in this connection a cost 
differential of at least Rs.1500/- per TEU shall be considered to ensure that the 
proposed barge movement actually takes off. 

(ii) . A promotional tariff will be necessary to attract traffic in the initial stages until its 

operational efficiency is established. 

(iii) . Factors such as greater number of handling, transit times between Kolkata/Haldia 

availability / non-availability of night navigational facilities, loadability of barges 
have to be borne in mind and adequately compensated for barge movement to 
score over other modes of transport. 

Master Stevedores’ Association 

(i) . The rate proposed by the CPT for movement of containers by barges to and from 

Kolkata is on the higher side and after taking into account the marine charges, the 
rate is not competitive in comparison with road and Rail movement. 

(ii) . Unless overall costing in movement of containers by barges is competitive than 

that of by Road and Rail and proposed movement of containers by barges may 

not be attractive, as a result of which, CPT will be the ultimate loser. 

(iii) . If barge movement is encouraged, then Inland Water Transport will also be 

encpuraged, which is long over due. 

Association of Shipping Interests In Calcutta (ASIC) 

(i) . Although the proposed service looks to be workable for the trade at the 

Kolkata/Haldia, it entirely depertas on the acceptability by the Trade i.e., by 
importers and exporters. 

(ii) . The efficiency of the service will be depending on adequate availability of 

infrastructure / equipment and other logistical support including dedicated fleet of 
barges. 

(iii) . The ASIC at this stage is not aware of the involvement of all concerned operators 

as far as equipments and the logistic are concerned. Therefore, the ASIC will be 
able to make further realistic comments once the service is introduced and run for 
certain period. 

The Bengal Chamber of Commerce and Industry IBCCI) 

(i) . The traffic has primarily been diverted to Haldia because of tariff barrier and all the 

major lines have decided to operate only out of the Haldia Dock Complex. While 
checking with the Trade it is observed that the trade cannot absorb any further 
cost. 

(ii) . Feeder operators may derive some benefit out of it as they may not be required to 

call at the CDS. This may bring economy in their operation. The matter is purely 
between the feeder operators and barge operators. If the feeder operator finds it 
economically viable utilising the barge service then they may try this venture. 

Calcutta Chamber of Commerce and Industry ICCCI) 

(i). Container cargo handling through Haldia Dock is much cheaper than that of 
Calcutta Dock. So, service charges in the CDS shall be competitive with the HDC. 
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(ii) . Service charges shall not be such that they jeopardize the interest of exporters 

and importers. 

(iii) . Charges of movement of container by barges need to be competitive with the 

charges of road transport system. 

(iv) . Charges shall be such that they become beneficial both for the port authorities as 

well as the exporters/importers. 


The Shipping Corporation of India Limited (SCI) 


(i) . The barge service can only lead to a further diversion of vessels from Kolkata to 

Haldia leading to the CDS basically becoming a dock complex for barges only. It 
is clear that the CPT is interested in bringing back the container traffic to the CDS. 
If the CDS is only to cater to the barges and not to the feeder vessels, then the 
whole approach of the CPT is a contradiction in itself 

(ii) . Increase in the original container traffic will not depend on the barge service; but, 

it is totally dependent on the industry and commerce and the imports and exports 
out of this region as a whole. 

(iii) . The statement of the Capstan Shipping and Estate Limited that there has been no 

barge operation till now is not correct. The SCI itself had undertaken such 
operation about 10/12 years above but had been forced to give it up because of 
severe operational and infrastructural constrains. 

(Iv). The HDC Just cannot accept all the feeder vessels with its present infrastructure. 
With the current diversion of container traffic from Kolkata to Haldia, even now 
there are occasions when the feeder vessels have to wait for berthing at the HDC 
and hence the barge service can only add to this problem and not mitigated it. 

(v) . The transportation of a container from Kolkata or Haldia to Paradip and 

Visakhapatnam will have a cost differential much more than Rs.1000/- per TEU 
and It is not understood how this can be an incentive for retention of the traffic for 
Haldia which traffic would have otherwise moved to some other port. 

(vi) . The barge service is only an alternative mode of transportation between Kolkata 

and Haldia and it cannot lead to generation of any additional container traffic for 
the port as a whole nor additional revenue for the port as indicated. In fact, if 
vessel calls are reduced at the CDS under the ideal conditions of a fully 
successful barge service, leading to the feeder vessels turning around from 
Haldia, then this can only affect the revenue of the port and not lead to an 
increase. 


(vii). Since the CPT’s proposal already leads to some advantage for barge 
transportation vis-S-vis the road transportation, it is felt that the proposal of the 
CPT which has been made after due deliberation be accepted. 

5. On the proposal of the CPT, M/s. Capstan Shipping and Estates Limited have 

given the following comments: 


(i) . The sudden fall in river draft of CDS is a recurring phenomenon and it has been 

rightly mentioned by the CPT that river draft on the Kolkata stretch cannot be 
predicted with any degree of certainty. 

(ii) . The Calcutta containers are not only carried to the HDC by road transport, but are 

also shifted to ports like Visakhapatnam and Paradip. 

(iii) . Presently 12 vessels are plying between Haldia and Singapore and connecting 

Kolkata container cargo by using our barges service. The cost saving to feeder 






[ hft in —"cnry 4] 




21 


operators is enormous and they are waiting for adequate logistic support to start 
calling Haldia by totally eliminating CDS. 

(iv) . To retain containers traffic for CDS, a minimum differential of Rs.1000 per TEU 

between the existing cost package to the trade using road transport vis-a-vis our 
barge service cost package is essential. This is possible if the wharfage at the 
CDS is brought down to Rs.1500 per TEU and port charges at Haldia is brought 
down to Rs. 1,200 per TEU. 

(v) . If the entire container traffic can be retained at the CDS through our proposed IWT 

Container Barge Feeder Service, then there will be revenue retention at the CDS 
and revenue augmentation at the HDC. 

(vi) . If the CPT loses its entire container traffic of (say) 160000 TEU per year, then the 

revenue scenario for the CDS and the HDC will look as follows: 


6. 


(a) . We may assume conservatively 50% of the Kolkata Traffic will go to 

Haldia and Balance 50% to other ports. 

On this basis, notionally the CDS will lose about Rs.35 Crores per year 
revenue. At the existing level of rate, Haldia will havfe a revenue 
augmentation through 50% additional traffic handling of Rs.18 crores per 
year. This way, Net Revenue loss between the CDS and the HDC will be 
Rs.17 crores per year. 

(b) . If the CDS wharfage and HDC charges on a concessional/promotional 

basis are fixed by the TAMP according to our recommendation, then the 
CDS will retain revenue to the extent of Rs. 24 crores per year and Haldia 
will augment its revenue by about Rs. 10 crores per year. This way 
between Kolkata/Haldia, there will be hardly any loss of revenue. 

(vii). The 50% traffic augmentation at the HDC out of the CDS’s loss may also prove 
difficult to sustain at the existing level of rates. 

(viii). For the CDS in particular promotion of IWT Services will be of immense value by 
way of substantial additional traffic generation in the river service routes of Kolkata 
- Bangladesh - Assam through National Waterways No.2 and Kolkata-Farakka- 
Patna-Allahabad by National Waterway No.1. This situation provides twin benefit 
to the idle CDS infrastructures and almost idle IWT fleet of the CIWTC, which will 
get resurgent under private charters. 

(ix). The HDC has gone for global tender inviting private parties to invest in an 
exclusive state-of-the art container terminal at berth No.11 with emphasis on high 
productivity and handling of larger size gearless container vessels. This will not 
happen without retention and augmentation of container traffic between Kolkata- 
Haldia as envisaged in our proposed container barge service. 

The CPT has given following comments on the representation of the CSE: 

(i). The box rate of Rs.2,300/- at the CDS and Rs.2000/- at the HDC have been 
proposed by the CPT taking into consideration the box rate existing in 1993 Scale 
of Rates for transfer of containers between the two dock systems. This was an all 
inclusive rate of Rs.1000/- per box and on this amount the annual average rise in 
expenditure to the tune of 10% per annum computed after every year has been 
considered and the rate came to Rs.2358/- per TEU which has been rounded off 
to Rs.2300/- per TEU at the CDS. For HDC a further concessional rate of 
Rs.2000/- per TEU has been proposed. 

(li). The CSEL has since approached the CPT to start the operation on the basis of 
indicative box rate as approved by the CPT. The matter has been considered 
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and the CPT does not have any objection to allow the party to undertake 
movement of containers on trial basis provided they agree to pay the box rate 
approved by the CPT, subject to adjustment on receipt of TAMP's final decision in 
the matter. 


7. The CPT has given the following further comments: 

(i) . The CSE is furnishing different cost elements on different occasions which are 

confusing. The CPT has, however, considered the cost elements which were 
indicated by the barge operators in writing at the time of processing proposals. 

(ii) . We do not find sufficient reasons to review our proposal to fix all-inclusive box 

rate of Rs. 2300/- per TEU with a rebate of Rs.15Q/- for handling more than 
20,000/- TEUs per annum at the CDS and Rs.1980/- per TEU at the HDC. 


8. A joint hearing on both the cases was held on 7 September 2001 at the CPT. In 

view of the allied nature of the issues involved, both the cases were taken up together for hearing. 
At the joint hearing, the following points were made: 


Calcutta Port Trust (CPT) 

(i) . The CPT is a riverine port. There are draught problems. Feeder vessels have 

started stopping at the HDC. Containers from the CDS goes to the HDC by road. 
Our container infrastructure at the CDS is idle, hence our concern. 

(ii) . The 1993 provision was deleted in 1996 because there was no barge traffic 

developing. This was so even in the 2001 revision. The present proposal is a 
post-revision development. 

(iii) . The composite rate indicated at the CDS includes the ‘special rate’ for wage- 

arrear-liability. 

(iv) . Historically the HDC has had a lower rate for container handling. We have, 

therefore, retained the differential. 

(v) . The rate proposed by us is Rs.160/- less than the cost of transportation by road. 

The idea is to attract the traffic that is going away. The idea is not to subsidise 
d6Congestiori of roads. 

(vi) . We have also proposed some liberalisation of conditionalities (e.g. ‘free days’) 

which were included in the ‘discount proposal’. We wish to pursue that also. 

(vii) . These rates are common to all and not only for the CSE. Any barge operator can 

avail of these rates. 

(viii). The rates given are quite liberal. There is no scope for any further reduction as 
asked for by the CSE. 

(ix) . We have made some rough calculation on inflation rate. We have not gone by the 

annual rates published by the Ministry of Finance. 

(x) . We have not proposed the scheme only for six months. We have proposed a 

review after six months. 

(xi) . The CSE has given in assurance of 5000 containers per month. We have not 

thought of how to ensure this performance. But, we will do that through a Bank 
Guarantee arrangement or otherwise. 

(xii) . The proposal is only about ‘laden’ containers and not for ‘empties’. 
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M/s. Capstan Shipping and Estates Limited (CSE limited) 

(i). We are thankful to you for processing this case very speedily. 

(n). We have given a detailed proposal. All costing has been explained. We had 

detailed consultation with the CPT. Our rates are more realistic. 

(m) . The proposal of the CPT is subsequent to our proposal. We endorse their logic 

and reasoning especially about the draught problems. 

(iv) . Please take into account seriously the points stressed in our letter dated 1 August 

2001 (i.e., our comments on the CPT proposal.) 

(v) . We provide a one-window service. This will give a Rs.500/- per TEU saving to the 

shipper. 

(vi) . Our proposal is ‘for container’ and not ‘for TEU’. The 1993 tariff was also ‘for 

container’ 

(vn). We have given justification in our letter dated 13 August 2001 for ‘retrospectiye’ 

fixation o' rates. Please accept our request in view of the ‘extraordinary 

circumsta'i ‘es’, 

(vm). The who 1 * Wi started with a request from the CPT in November 2000 about 

barge cpe t o r We have invested heavily. We have waited for long. It is now 

financially in '„ us. Please let us start with a‘provisional rate’. 

(ix) . Please read the minutes of the Board meeting Almost all the Trustees said that 

the CPT rates were not ‘competitive rate’. Therefore, consider our proposal 
Divisionally. 

(x) . Our proposal is based on a detailed market survey. It is reliable. Please go by 

that. The CPT rates are unviable. 

(xi) . The ‘product cost’ we have offered includes full extension to the trade of the 

concessions involved. We are not holding them back. 

The Calcutta Custom House Agents’ Association (CCHAA) 

(i). There is no concession involved. This is a new arrangement proposed. 
Therefore, this is a new tariff. 

(n) . It is not enough to talk only of the CPT rates. The THC rate to be fixed by the 

ASIC is equally important. 

(in). The procedure for collection of charges by Lines / Agents / Shippers is not clear. 
Who will pay what must be clearly delineated. 

Eastern India Shippers’ Association (EISA) 

This is a new concept for Shippers. A concession of Rs.1500/- per TEU will be 
the minimum incentive necessary tc motivate the shipper. 

Shipping Corporation of India Limited (SCI) 

(i) . Vessels are not coming to the CDS. These concessions will fully convert the 

f " ntj a ‘barge port’. How will this loss be made good? 

(ii) . It is not comeet to say that traffic has been diverted. Isolated parcels may have 

gone away. Otherwise, there has been a 9% growth per annum. 
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The barge movement must be seen as an ‘optional facility’ and not as an 
‘alternative arrangement’. 


9. At the joint hearing, the CPT wanted about ten days time to file a written 
submission, which was granted. A list of point raised in the Joint hearing was sent to the CPT on 
10 September 2001 for specific comments. 

10. The CSE has also submitted a written submission after the joint hearing. The 
CSE Limited has given the following comments / clarification on the points raised in the joint 
hearing: 

(i) . Container traffic diversions from Calcutta is not moving to Haldla, but also to 

Vizag - particularly Aluminum Ingots. The barge container service is designed to 
have traffic and revenue retention both for the Calcutta and Haldia. Therefore, 
there shall be reduction in rates by both Calcutta and Haldia to attract traffic. 

(ii) . The rate of Rs.1000/- per container (both TEU &FEU) was the consolidated 

container barge rate covering Calcutta and Haldia separately. The CPT 
mentioned that if this rate has continued basis 1996 and 2001 Scale of Rates, 
then as per the increase given, it would not have fs.,oeeded Rs.1000/- per TEU at 
both Calcutta and Haldia. But this according to the CPT is not workable, as this 
kind of concession will hit their traffic volume at CPY. It is practically certain that 
in the long run feeder vessels will be calling Haldia only and the entire traffic of 
nearly 1,31,000 TEU of Calcutta traffic will require handling by barges, if this traffic 
Is to be retained in Calcutta and for this facilities in CPY will be very much utilised. 


(iii) . While the CPT mentioned against query from the Trade - Clearing Agents and 

Shippers, that there Is a difference of Rs.160/- per TEU in favour of the package 
barge cost, we have clearly established through comparative rate chart that barge 
rate is nearly Rs.400 per TEU costlier them the cost of transportation by road, if 
proposed CPT rates are made applicable. 

(iv) . It was rightly mentioned by the Trade side that uniform transportation charges of 

Rs.1500/- per TEU as taken by the CPT in the cost package for inland 
transportation of containers between Shipper’s / Consignee’s go-down to CDS will 
go up to over Rs.3000 in many cases and hence the rate is very unrealistic. 

(v) . Our service will be viable if there is adequate traffic support and our capacity at 

present is about 5000 TEUs per month. As pointed out by the EISA, the Trade will 
expect a cost benefit of Rs.1500/- per TEU from the barge container service and 
for this fixing rate of Rs.1500/- per TEU wharfage at Calcutta and Rs.1000/- per 
TEU at Haldia will be essential. This will ensure not only retention of container 
traffic but also substantial growth of the same both for Calcutta and Haldia. 

(vi) . The Clearing Agents’ have already mentioned about difficulties experienced by 

the trade In moving containers to Haldia by road due to single lane traffic in some 
vital sectors and emphasised on barge service as preferred mode of transport. 

(vii) . In view of the major cost benefit to Feeder Operators if they eliminate Calcutta 

calls, the Trade can rightfully claim a freight benefit of minimum US $ 50 per TEU 
from the Shipping Lines. 

11 . The CPT has submitted a written submission as agreed at the joint hearing. In its 

written submission, the CPT again justified their proposal. In addition, the CPT has also given the 
following comments / clarification on the points raised in the Joint hearing: 

(i). To work out the proposed rate, the all-inclusive rate of Rs.1000/- per TEU of 
loaded containers existing in the year 1992-93 has been taken as the basis and by 
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loading an annual average inflationary rate of 10%, the present rate works out to 
Rs.2358/- per TEU. So far as the CDS is concerned, it has been decided that the 
all-inclusive rate will be Rs.2300/- per TEU with a provision that if the incremental 
traffic is in excess of 20000 TEUs per annum, the barge operator will be given a 
rebate of Rs.150/- per TEU, the effective rate then being Rs.2150/- per TEU of the 
incremental traffic. 

(ii) . Of the total loaded container population at CDS, about 55% is import and the 

balance 45% is export. All import containers are levied @ Rs.5000/- per TEU at 
berths other than the Container Terminal or Container Parking Yard (CPY). Since 
the proposed operation of container barges has been decided to be undertaken in 
the non-CPY berths where equipment support is provided by the private 
operators, a rate of Rs.5000/- per TEU is presently applicable as per the existing 
Scale of Rates. For export containers at non-CPY berths, there are three rates 
viz., for high valued cargo Rs.5000/- per TEU, medium valued cargo Rs.3500/- per 
TEU and low valued cargo Rs.2800/- per TEU, the volume of three types of 
exports being 5%, 30% and 65% of the total export containers at present. Thus, 
the weighted average rate per container works out to around Rs.4154/-. 
Compared with this rate, the proposed all-inclusive rate of Rs.2300/- per TEU for 
barge mode is definitely a concessional rate. 

(iii) . So far as the HDC is concerned, the present on-board charges and wharfage per 

TEU comprise Rs.750/- for landing / shipment from barge to quay and vice versa, 
Rs.300/- for transportation from quay to stackyard or vice versa by party’s 
equipment Rs.300/- for transportation back from stackyard to quay or vice versa 
by party’s equipment, Rs.1500/- for shipment / landing plus 10% special rate on 
the aggregate, l.e., a total of Rs.3135/- per TEU. While fixing the rate for barge 
movement at the HDC taking the rate existing in the year 1992-93 in the same 
manner as done for the CDS, a further concessional rate of Rs.2000/- per TEU 
has been proposed and considering that there will be a rebate of 10% for use of 
party’s equipment on board the vessel and thereafter applying the special rate of 
10%, the ultimate rate decided by the Port Trust Board comes to be Rs.1980/- per 
TEU. This is also a concessional rate in comparison to the rate of Rs.3135/- per 
TEU a/c containers handled by ships. 

(iv) . Concession / rebate at the HDC has been proposed to make the barge mode 

competitive so that diversion of containers by road from the CDS can be 
prevented and simultaneously handling at the HDC is also not affected. 

(v) . The concession is proposed keeping in view such container vessel which cannot 

come to the CDS but will take containers from the HDC by land mode. The 
vessels which come to the CDS can avail the handling facilities at the container 
terminal which will be cheaper than the barge mode. They can also work at non¬ 
terminal berth of the CDS. Keeping in view no concession in box rate has been 
proposed for movement in respect of the container vessels calling at the CDS. 

(vi) . If the overall average percentage increase in the rates in 1996 and in 2001 is 

loaded on the rate of Rs.1000/- existing in 1998, the same comes to be even less 
than Rs.1500/- per TEU- This rate is not acceptable for both Dock Systems. In 
the case of the HDC, this rate will be less than the revenue generated from single 
loading or unloading operation. 

(vii) . The consolidated charge of Rs.2300/- at the CDS covers the 10% special rate 

levied in the context of wage revision. 

(viil). The prospective barge operators have given an assurance of handling 5000 TEUs 
per month. Recognising this assurance, concessional rates are proposed. 
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(ix) . The Scheme has not been proposed to be limited for a period of six months. It will 

be a continuous Scheme. The CPT will, however, review the position after six 
months, 

(x) . The rates proposed are not likely to have any adverse affect on the handling of 

vessels at the container terminal of the CDS. 

(xi) . Sinc6 the empty containers are already enjoying a lower rate, the normal rate 

prescribed in the revised Scale of Rates notified on 4 April 2001 may continue to 
apply. 

(xii) . The CPT has proposed common user rate which has not been proposed keeping 

in view any particular barge operator. Whoever finds it viable, may work at the 
berth designated for handling of barges carrying containers. 

(xiii). In view of the position explained above, it will be clear that there is no justification 
to reduce the consolidated rates for barge movement of containers already 
. proposed by the CPT. Besides, it has also been submitted in our proposal that 
these rates will be watched for a period of six months and if it is found that due to 
changes in the freight by road / rail or otherwise the same is not competitive, the 
CPT will certainly review the matter and take appropriate steps. 


12. The CSLA has also submitted its written comments after the joint hearing, which 

are summarised below: 


(i) . The proposals are not in response to the request from Lines or the Trade. 

(ii) . The Lines are not convinced that the Trade will wish to have to face the 

complications of handling cargo through two terminals. 

(iil). It is not clear why this proposal is before the TAMP. It is a coastal feeder service 
which is a subject of bilateral discussion between the Operator and Lines. 

(iv) . It is not clear whether the service offered is practical and also not sure the rates 

quoted are full expression of the costs involved. 

(v) . There are direct services to both CDS and HDC which can be utilised in the first 

instance. If movement from one dock to another dock Is required then rail 
movement can be considered. 


13. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of 

these cases, and the arguments advanced at the joint hearing, the following position emerges: 


(i). This proposal has been made by the CPT with an objective of bringing back 
container traffic at the CDS which Is dwindling due to a draught restriction In the 
navigable channel. The vessels, as reported, prefer to call at the HDC due to the 
draught problems faced. The containers to / from the HDC move by other 
alternate modes of transportation to the neighbourhood of Kolkata. If barge 
service is introduced for inter-dock movement of containers, there will be an 
additional traffic at the CDS and thus additional revenue to the CPT. As has been 
correctly pointed out by the SCI, the barge service is only an alternate mode of 
transportation between the CDS and the HDC and it cannot lead to any new 
container traffic for the port. 

(Ii). A separate rate for handling containers moving between the CDS and the HDC 
was available in the Scale of Rates (SOR) of 1993. This rate was a concessional 
one when compared with the handling charges for containers for / from other 
destinations. That being so, there cannot be any objection from the container 
vessels calling at the CDS about any discrimination, if the concession / rebate is 
only given for the barges. The proposal of the CPT is to be seen only for a revival 
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of the provision in the Scale of Rates of 1993 with a suitable adjustment in rates. 
It is noteworthy that the CPT had not proposed inclusion of the concessional rate 
in the subsequent amendments to its Scale of Rates, as the inter-dock 
movements of containers by barges did not materialise. Since the Port has now 
received proposals from operators showing interest in such inter-dock 
movements, the relevant tariff item is now proposed to be revived. 

(m). The CSLA has observed that the barge movement is a matter between the 
operator and the Lines and questioned the necessity of this proposal being 
considered by this Authority. It is relevant here to mention that the proposal is to 
fix container handling charges to be levied at the CDS and the HDC. Statutorily, 
only this Authority can approve such rates. The trading arrangement of barge 
operation can, however, be between the Lines and the barge operators, but not 
determination of Port tariffs. 

(iv) . The CSE has not proposed any specific rate based on cost for container handling 

at both the terminals. Its request for a rate is based on comparison of cost of 
moving containers by barges vis-d-vis road / rail movement. It has initially asked 
for an ad-hoc rate of Rs.3000/- per TEU; but, it has subsequently suggested a rate 
of Rs.1500/- per TEU at the CDS and Rs.1200/- per TEU at the HDC. 

(v) . The EISA has observed that a cost differential of Rs.1000/- per TEU is necessary 

to provide incentive for containers transported through rail / road to shift to the 
barge mode. This point is also stressed by the CSE. It is noteworthy that 
incentive for such a shift in transportation mode is not confined only to the port 
cost but also depends on the convenience of transportation and efficiency of the 
services offered by the barge operators. Further, it cannot always be possible to 
fix port tariff with reference to cost of transportation by alternate modes. It is 
relevant here to note the CPT’s assurance that the Scheme will be reviewed after 
6 months after assessing the economics of transportation by different modes. 

(vi) . This Authority has already decided against allowing any concession in cargo 

handling charges for coastal cargo. This decision is primarily based on the 
objections raised by many of the Port Trusts about the ports being made to 
subsidise for de-congestion of road / rail traffic. But in the instant case, the CPT 
has categorically mentioned that its proposal is for preventing movement of 
containers from Kolkata to Haldia bypassing the CDS. That being so, this 
proposal cannot be treated as a one for extending concession for coastal cargo 
movement. It is noteworthy that the proposed operation is only an inter-dock 
movement and not inter-port movement. 

(vii) . The CSE has argued that the rate in the Scale of Rates in 1993 was for handling a 

‘container’ and not for ‘TEU’ and requested for similar arrangement to continue in 
the proposed tariff scheme. The reply given by the CPT clearly indicates that the 
rate prescribed in the SOR in 1993 was prescribed on TEU basis. Further, 
container handling charges everywhere else have been prescribed on a TEU 
basis only. That being so, there is no reason for accepting the request of the CSE 
for fixing handling charges on ‘container’ basis. 

(viii). For arriving at the proposed rate, the CPT has applied an assumed inflation rate of 
10% per annum over the rate prescribed in the SOR of 1993. When the average 
inflation suffered by the economy since 1993 is around 5%-6% per annum, the 
logic applied by the CPT cannot be totally accepted. If the rate in the SOR in 
1993 had continued, it would have also been revised / reviewed during 1996 and 
2001 revisions of SOR. To our query, the CPT has indicated that the then 
prevailing rate was concessional and if the general increases allowed in these 
revisions were applied, the handling charges would be unworkable. It has also 
mentioned that the rate at the HDC in that case will become less than the rate for 
single operation (vessel to quay) when in fact the HDC under the proposed 
arrangement will be handling the same container twice (vessel to quay and acjain 
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,uay to barge). The argument advanced by the CPT in this regard is found to 
reasonable and, therefore, accepted. 

(ix) . The CSE has mentioned that the rate for inter-dock movement of containers in 

Scale of Rates of 1993 was fixed by allowing more than 50% discount over the 
normal handling charges. At the existing rates of handling containers at the non- 
CPY berths of the CDS, the average rate for handling containers works out to 
Rs.4154/- per TEU, as estimated by the CPT considering the traffic mix. By 
allowing a 50% concession over this average rate and adding 10% special rate for 
wage arrears, the rate comes to around Rs.2300/- per TEU, which is the rate 
proposed by the CPT for container handling through barges at the non-CPY 
berths of the CDS. That being so, the rate proposed by the CPT cannot be said to 
be unreasonable with reference to the existing tariff for other containers and the 
tariff available for inter-dock transfer of containers in the Scale of Rates of 1993. 

(x) . The existing Scale of Rates relating to the HDC prescribe a 50% discount over the 

normal on-board and wharfage charges leviable on cargo landing / shipped on to / 
from barges / flats / boats. By extending this provision to containers and taking 
into account the applicable charges for other services, the total port tariff comes to 
Rs.3135/- per TEU at the HDC for a composite service of unloading containers 
from barges till their shipment in the connecting vessel (or vice-versa). In fact, 
there is no justification for allowing any concession / rebate in the handling 
charges at the HDC since container vessels will in any case go to the HDC. As 
has already been mentioned, the special rate proposed for containers handled 
through barges at the HDC includes charges for landing / shipment of containers 
from / to the (ocean- going) vessels. In any case, the HDC would have received 
this shipment / landing charge from all of these containers which is Rs.1500/- per 
TEU as per the existing Scale of Rates. It is to be recognised that the provision of 
allowing 50% concession in the on-board charges is not applicable on cargo 
landing/loaded from/to (ocean-going) vessels. 

In view of the position explained above, the rate proposed by the CPT is found to 
be reasonable. There is no ground for reducing the rate proposed by the CPT 
further, as suggested by the CSE. Such a reduction in the rate may put the HDC 
in a disadvantageous position even after doing a double handling operation. 

(xi) . As has already been mentioned there is no merit (even) in reducing the existing 

rates at the HDC. In fact, the CPT proposal to allow concession at the HDC is 
only to encourage traffic at the CDS. It is, however, to be recognised that there is 
no financial loss to the HDC at the rates proposed by the CPT and it will only gain 
marginally due to double handling of containers. 

(xn). This Authority has already notified the tariffs for the CPT. While doing so, there 
was occasion to comment on the financial health of the CPT. Significantly, the 
increases ordered were necessary to cover just the operating costs; the return 
allowed on capital employed was ‘ml’ or virtually so in respect of the CDS. With 
any meaningful return on capital employed, the tariff hikes would have had to be 
very much higher. In this backdrop, any (further) concessions should ordinarily 
be unthinkable. But, this Authority is inclined to accept the pleadings of the CPT, 
based on its commercial judgement, that the concessions will revive the container 
traffic and that the increase in overall revenue earnings will more than offset the 
concessions given. When the concessions proposed by the CPT itself are thus 
not quite in line with the general position adopted by this Authority, it will be 
incongruous for us to consider further concessions contemplated’ by any single 
operator. In fact, it will be self-contradictory for us to require the CPT to offer 
concessions more even than what they themselves have proposed. Accordingly, 
the representation of the CSE is rejected. 
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(xiii). At the HDC, the rate of Rs.2000/- per TEU proposed by the CPT is exclusive of a 
10% special charge towards wage arrears. At the CDS, the proposed rate of 
Rs.2300/- per TEU includes this element also. At the CDS also, this element can 
be segregated so that the special rate to be levied can be properly accounted for 
and transferred to the escrow account maintained for the specific purpose of 
discharging the wage arrear liability. Accordingly, the rate at the CDS is 
prescribed as Rs.2090/- per TEU plus 10% special rate. 

(xiv) . The rates proposed by the CPT are for laden containers. The CPT has clarified 

that the rates for handling empties will be governed by the existing rates and 
provisions in its SOR. Since the existing rates for empties are very low, 
particularly at the CDS, this approach proposed by the CPT is reasonable. 
Further, none of the users have also raised any objection to the rates levied on 
empty containers. 

(xv) . The CPT has proposed a volume discount of Rs.150/- per TEU on the incremental 

traffic in excess of 20,000 TEU per barge operator per year at the CDS. This 
proposal is approved. The request of the CCHAA to pass on the benefits of 
rebate direct to the shipper is reasonable; but, it is difficult to enforce since all 
container related charges are realised from the Lines. Realising charges from one 
agency and allowing rebates to some other agency may pose avoidable billing 
problems. 

(xvi) . The handling rates now approved for container handled through barges are 

definitely concessional when compared to the rates prescribed In the existing SOR 
for other containers. 

These concessional rates are proposed by the CPT with a reasonable expectation 
of container volume at the CDS to pick up. In order to ensure that this objective is 
achieved, it will be advisable for the CPT to seek traffic guarantees from the 
prospective operators. The CPT is advised to pursue this advice further and 
evolve a suitable scheme. 


(xvii). The CPT has already indicated that the scheme has not been proposed to be 
limited only for a period of six months but only the arrangement will be reviewed 
after a period of six months for making changes, if found necessary. We find this 
to be a reasonable approach and endorsed it accordingly. If the review to be 
undertaken by the CPT reveals any requirement for tariff adjustment, the CPT 
may come up with a suitable proposal for consideration of this Authority. 

14.1. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 

application of mind, this Authority approves the rates and conditionalities for movement of 
container by barges between the CDS and the HDC as mentioned in paragraph 2.1. (iii) and (iv) 
above subject to segregation of the special rate for wage arrears from the consolidated rate at the 
CDS as indicated in paragraph 13 (xiii) above. 


14.2. This Order will come into force with immediate effect, i.e., with effect from 5 

November 2001. 


14.3. The CPT is directed to amend its Scale of Rates applicable to the CDS and the 

HDC appropriately by incorporating the above decisions. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ADVr/m/IV/141/200 lTExtyj 
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